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ELECTIVE JUDGESHIPS. 


te City of London is now the scene of a contest such 
anate! pomeee ae eon enear.in eed There 
cy judgeship of the urt, the 
Facet m the votes of the ma- 
; and several tlemen 
the field as candidates for the office. ithout at 
rin ae caer. ioe siastene, Shalt choles, we 

void remarking upon the manner in which some 
Spey ay Ff ona va or 
fin Almost as soon as the public were aware 
aommnnad tee Coen Comal tee 


the candidates, Taeun of praise iin oe 
piawy: Ryd ‘a candidates’ own modesty 

tumultuous excitement of ort 
been wanting to awaken enthusiasm 
wrour of at least one of these gentlemen. Placards 
bmot yet. been resorted to, and probably may not 
hg this election, or until the constituency becomes 
ge i appliances. By the time, 
tion Reform Bill is fully ma- 
Banga it is not impossible 
ested in that enlight- 

'poreons, man: 
deepest interest in the ee of 
We shall then, no doubt, have a 
of the recent system of can- 
» for a first attempt, 

has alread: 





ness of a proposed judge, probably candidates under 
the new ré, will not Saleen it imprudent to call in 
the aid of beer and bands of music. Indeed, assuming 
the spa pic es sa walkie 

co ry of extinery opin, elections should not be 
me t “Into ay on such occasions. 

fortunately we have never been able to give much 
yt a to the question, whether, in a free State, a 
proliy w to be oun by those whose cases he most 

ly would have to decide. There is a smack. of 

nglish fairness and honesty in the aa ag Se thet 
Boi appeals to us. It moreover 
sentative principle in a new light, an panatborvebai, it a 
new abstract form. We recommend the subject, there- 
fore, tothe Discussion Forum and the Whittington Club, 
where we have no doubt it will receive the calm and 
im consideration which it requires. We have no 
doubt that, if the eloquent gentlemen who enlighten 
these audiences were a a to collect the opinions of the 
Pew who y procienlly take the greatest interest in abe 
ecisions of Mr. Henry and the other metropolitan 

trates, many ingenious arguments might be. elicited in 
support of a measure embodying the principle in ques- 
tion. It may be however, that until such a 
measure receives the sanction of Parliament—or, at all 
events, until the general public is more completely con- 
vinced of its poley-it9 would -be desirable that can- 
didates for City judgeships (where the principle is'to 
some extent recognised) should remember that a very 
strong prejudice still exists in this country in favour of 
whatever is decent, and perhaps even of whatever. is 
dignified, in relation to the judicial bench, and all the 
approaches that lead to it. 


& 
ne 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES’ LEGISLATION. 


Mr. Wordsworth, who has long been known as the 
author of the best treatise on the Law of Public Com- 
panies, has recently published a work on what he calls 
“The New Joint Stock Company Law.”* me 
so, he has, perhaps unintentionally, made a very usefi 
contribution to the cause of law reform. Such a. con- 
catenation of blunders in a series of legislative attempts 
has rarely been to the gaze, by the mere 
process of collation. We can that many 
persons have had the courage to face the task of 
the numerous Companies’ Acts of 1855, 1856, 1857, 
1858. But it has been our fate at times to 
amid these cruel mazes. It was, therefore, not. without 
a throb of sympath; we learned that a veteran author 
had ventured into the labyrinth, in - — of finding 
some clue to its tortuosities. Mr. Wordsworth, orsced 
ever, in this matter has only ned to pote the penal 
men who have a specialité., They must po mip w 
ever belongs to their own department, or make way * 
those who will. That. is, provided the thing.can be 
mastered, as to which it becomes one in the present case 
not to be too positive, confident as we are’ in’ Mr. 
Westone s knowledge and ability. 

body remembers the very first enactment of the 

Joint —_ es ies’ Act of 1856. Sect. 2 provided 

t the Act should not a or 
companies ; the result of ba 44 eateries extremely 
doubgful whether the latter class of companies were 
governed by the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, or were cut entirely 
- “Ke bsg a law of the reali i ates a 

erstand, being the interpretation. o rs) 
Joint Stock Companies.. In 1857, the enti 
pressly repeated as to banking companies, and by another 
Act as to insurance companies ; and it now remains in 
the statute-book only asa monumental blunder. It would 
be obviously impossible for us to go through the Act of 
1856 in detail. Suffice it to ‘say, that it relates to! the 
constitution and incorporation of joint-stock companies 
(including “limited” companies, constituted. under. the 
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Act of 1855) ; their t, and also ate win 
inearis of “ oficial iquistos, and other nove 
ices. The session follo roduced another 

Act, which we are told may be cited for all purposes as 

the Joint Stock Companies’ Act, 1857 ; whereas the Act 

of 1856 assumes the new designation of the “ principal 

Act,” so far as the same is not thereby jemand," Then 

came the i ies Act, 1857, with which are 

the Joint Stock Companies’ Acts, 1856, 

1857, and the Joint Stock Companies’ Winding up 

Amendment Act, 1857. On the same day, another Act 

(20 & 21 Vict.c. 80) received the Royal assent ; by which, 

after reciting it was ra oes that a further.amendment 

should be made in the Joint Stock Companies’ Act, 1856, 

it is enacted that the Acts of 1856, 1857, shall not be 

deemed to repeal the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, as respects insur- 

-ance companies ; with a proviso, that if any insurance com- 

pany formed under the last-mentioned Act had, during 

the ‘interval between the passing of the Act of 1856 

and of that Act, ‘acted as if the 7 & 8 Vict. had been 

ed ‘by the Act of 1856, then, so far as affected 

“ the mutual rights and relations” of the said company, 

&e., Hi 7 Ls 8 Vict. meg 3 pe deemed to have been re- 

pealed specimen of legislation which for anomal 

ee cannot be matched in the whole porersd 

Eighteen hundred and fifty-eight, of course, gave 

birth to another Act, which, we are told, may be cited 

as “ The Joint Stock Companies’ Amendment Act, 1858,” 

and is to be included in the expression, “ Joint Stock 

ompanies’ Acts,” as thereinafter used—“ unless there 
is something in the context inconsistent with its being so 
included!” which will give the reader a notion of the 
jaunty style of the composition generally. This Act 
purports to, explain and amend the Joint Stock Com- 

~ Act of 1856, 1857, and the Banking Act of 1857, 

the same session another Act was passed, to repeal so 
much of the Banking Act of 1857 as prohibited banking 
companies from being registered with limited liability ; 
and our readers are aware that early in the present 
py the Lord Chancellor introduced a ag oe | 
» @2 » amending, altering, adding to, an 
professing to consolidate, the Sueegainlg “vd Some 
weeks we:called attention to the scandalous mis- 
nomer of this Bill, which is called the “Trading Com- 
ies Winding-up” Bill; while, in truth, it is mainly 
oted to the incorporation and ion, not of tradi 
companies only, but expressly of ‘“‘other associations, 
forihed “for any other purpose than that of gain.” This 

Bill has passed through the House of Lords almost 

without notice, probably on account of its misleading 

poy he hich seems to have succeeded in shutting the eyes 
of Lord Chancellor himself to its real character. 

We have already pointed out some of the novel- 

ties proposed to be enacted by this Bill, which, by-the 

bye, Lord Chelmsford presented to the House of Lords 
asa mere Consolidation Bill. The preamble states that 
it isintended to amend as well as consolidate, and if it 
oy reduced the mass of confusion which the sessions of 
1856, 1866, 1857, and 1858 has added to our publiccom- 
panies law, into something like an intelligible code, it 
would bea work of ‘no little utility. But no one can 
hope for such a result after even a cursory glance at its 
visions, and the loose and vague language in which 
are expressed. 
should not be forgotten that, while this lumbering 
series of statutes is belee added to our statute book, we 
— a — law meson ission, with Mr. Bellenden Ker, 
; man, quietly looking on. Indeed, as amon, 

Me Ker, other duties, we are told he has the office q 

aivising the Lord Chancellor on current legislation, we 

must assume that, if he has ever glanced beyond the 
titles of the Acts in question, they received his ap- 


proval. 

How much longer ‘is the present commission and 
system of ¥ i tary drawing to continue? If there 
were sufficient honesty of purpose and repugnance to 





jobbery in those who have the power .in these «matter 
whet Deréhp Bentham called the “mechanics” ofoy 
legislation would be ily put upon @ diffe. 
ent footing; the intolerable evils that resu 
the present ‘slap-dash system of Parliametity; 
awing would forthwith be stayed; and ‘thus die 
the easiest and most effectual legal reforms that. tow 
be suggested, would be carried out with an actual say 
of expense to the country. We repeat with a savin 
for the first step would be to abc EO 
mission, which of itself would be a great reform, ¢ym 
though no substitute were provided in its stead. 
next step would be to employ draftsmen for part 
Bills according to their special qualifications; to 
ought to be given not merely the price but also 
credit of their work. The present system is to asi 
work of the most various kinds to the same indiy 
who gets the money, while the Gove t’ get 
credit or diseredit, as the case may be, of what he ac 
plishes necessarily in an off-hand and perfunctory 1 


ner. We may be sure that when any discredit is goin, | 
ther 


the whole body of lawyers come in for more than 
fair share of it. 

Mr. Wordsworth, in an introduction to..his reve 
work, points out many anomalies and. difficulties which 
have sprung from the legislation of the last four yea, 
as to public eaegeniee, In his note on the bankrupte 
of companies, and on their winding-up without mee. 
ence to any question of bankruptcy, may be oa 
Papeson uncertainty are now spread over the’ 
subject. 


~~ 
ns > 


BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
VIL. ‘ 

With réference to private ges ey both Bik 
contain provisions for remedying defects in the presat 
law. The effect of the decision in Tetley v. Toylr 
(1 Ell. & Bl. 584), is counteracted by enacting, that i 
shall not be requisite. to provide for the distribution d 
the entirety of the debtor's estate, in to_ bring the 
deed of arrangement within the Act. Every'su 
is very properly required to be registered ‘or ‘filed i 
Court, and , in order to who 


not ‘execute it, but except for this’ it 
absol ee as age cP deed nha. 
the Baukriptey or County Ovurt, iy ail te 
e or © 0 ‘which the d 
Hahn veh A ction over the debtor and‘ 
the deed, and all the powers of the Court‘of’ j 
2 ere the ce of the trusts con 
t. 


ounds of op y, we should 
lad if the regi r ion di 
Siithent had b 


tion 0: deeds | 
required even where evel 

concurred, in order to put an end to secret arrange 
but we are aware that there would be'great diff 

os Pape such provisions from evaded. 
hink, also, that in all cases the on of ¢ 
required to bind the minority should ‘be 

the Government Bill the concurrence 

nuthber and value is necessary to 

one-seventh in arrangements by 

-Russell’s Bill, the proportion req 

majority in number, and four-fifths 

both Bills provide that three - fifths er 2 
value shall bind the remaining two-fifths in case 
arrangement under the superintendence 
We are aware that the difference in the 

ed upon the fact of the 

in Court ; but as the question really is as tothe’ 
tion of creditors who shotld be without 
consent for the general benefit of the 

do ‘not see sufficient reason why there shot 
difference. The debtor will ‘generally hay 


diffi in obtaining a majority in number’ 
ait i boa, eins scaring href um 
}and value, as the small ors ‘are’ often: 
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willing to coments, auth it would. be more simple and 
uniform to. provide ev all cases, the — 


awe 


— hag moa 5 
‘elee ks entre ly one 0 the 
immnissioners, and by several emitient z Salietiors 
nktuptey Courts, rivate 
e ing pen ot in atiy case be to be 
g Upon a small pm of creditors ahd not 
cur as ur experience conyinces us that the few 
come in are generally actuated by a de- 
termination to obtain better terms than the rest, instead 
of being influenced by the patriotic motives for which 
credit has been given them. Unfair practices by debtors 
are more se it cases of composition than under 
, and if @ stimmary remedy st trustees 
assi mmetits | pitta we have no doubt they will 
host fi to; but where compositions 
are accepted, th pik He, AL. capes pect fp 
e instalmen’ Bein 7. extended period, 
ib ce of ww. i ey e the debtor to obtain 
pam in asder to bay off the old debts instead of 

or that purpose 
. Lord ord John Russeis Bi ’s Bill. contains provisions for ad- 
ministering the estates of deceased insolvents, but the 
cates oy; in nig in the new Bill introduced by 


aep alr, though r Coreen Bill of 
to us that this 


nt So Tusa h re pre very care- 

and revision. fest place, we, do 

fa a wh sib opealio shoul be confined to 
hick the 9 denier was a —— or had 


prin 


we — the Bill contains no 

sufficient safeguard against ———— of its pro- 
yo med to oe estates, are: to which the machinety of 
1 is wholl ly unfitted. It is true that 
ad oS are allowed 

Cake agains ;, but. we hye 

thai in many pi meee vent estates, th 


ra porcraer "s inde 


us and economical manner than can be 
inf Court of Chancery. We think 


only these defects is, to strike 
ipicapotpabepinies ante he or act of bank- 
provisions, enabli 


BES and insert ee Ri oa creditors fad be 
a compulsory 0 ptey against the 
coger estate; and ith ec. to eter solvent estates 

bow being with, the Court should, in ev: 
satisfied of the fact of insolvency, befi behee tebe 0 
ae for distribution. ‘The Bill contains a very useful 

_ clause, for herr of creditors of insolvent estates who 
have been paid in to refund. The necessity for some 
—— of this,sort has heen often felt; but we think 

might be made still more effective, ‘if power were 
to the Court to restrain the representatives of 

oon thesthon debtors from making any preferential 
= beoming to creditors where an order for distribution 
not been made; and this injunction should be ob- 


Sen OF caarae tread time after the debtor's | 
‘decease, 


the Court that there is reasonable 
t the estate is insolvent. 
to He§ remarks, we consider the 


the Court of , 





oteur to prevent the enactment of the causes ¥ 
provide for it, with such amendments as will ensure 
safé arid efficient working. 


y= 
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_ SOLICITORS’. BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

We have much pleasure in calling the attention of our 
readers to the half-yearly meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association, which will be held at the Law 
Chancéry-lane, on Monday, the 11th of April, at psig AY 
At five in the evening of the same day the Lord Mayor will 
take the chair at the first annual dinner in aid of the funds of 
the association, at the Albion-tavern, Aldersgate-street. This 
excellent institution deserves the warm support of the .entixe 
profession; its objects being to relieve the poor and necessitous 
widows and families of deceased members throughout England 
and Wales, aiid such members aS may bé ined ted 
pursuing their profession. It is intended, also, ayn 
of the association shall be extended, in special cased; to the 
widows and families of members of the profession who have not 
been subscribers. A payment of £10 10s. constitutes a life 
mnembér; and a payment of £1 1s. as an admission fee, with 
an annual payment of £1 Is., constitutes an annual member. 
We trust that the list of sukeeribeth, already numerous, will 
soon be adequate to the extended usefulness aimed at by the 
society. 





$< — 
The Courts, Appointments, Pacanecies, see 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lornps JusTicks oF APPEAL.) 
Kiver v. Oldfield.—Mar. 25. 

This was a question of construction of a will, arising ,on 
words used in the preparation of the instrument by the Jate 
eminent conveyancer, Me. Jobn Hodgson, 

The case was described by Lord Sustios Kyicur Saas. 

e which afforded a lesson to guard @ man 
Tae. since the question had arisen upon, a “Pil iskeed fe 
the chambers of so able, so careful, so learned, and so 
plished a lawyer as the gentleman who prepared it. The tet 
were as utterly uninteresting as are mostly those arising 
questions of construction. 

age Lorpsatrs varied the decree of the Master of the 


COURT OF PROBATE. 
(Before Sir C. CRESSWEL: iy 
Swinfen v. Swin Maz. 

This was a cause of Be xiigeng * form the will of the 
late Samuel Swinfen, the particulars of which appeated in last 
week’s ar as - 

His Lorpsnip now gave judgment, tefasi application 
for the payment of costs out of the paren estate, agreeit 
with the Master of the Rolls in his decision ii Ohancery, 
whieh would leavé thé parties just where they were. 


COURT .OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. COMMISSIONER .GOULBURN.) 
In re Ingham.—Mar. 26. 

To-day was appointed for his Honour to give: jadgment- in 
the case. of this bankrupt, a grocer in High Hollorn; and who 
had been opposed on the grounds of altering and fabricating 
books and concealment of property. 

His Honour went through a variety of ¢ases,on which he 
came to the conclusion that this was one which he ought to 
send’ to a: jury, and he should do so without expressing any 
opinion on the evidence. He should direct the assignees to 


| prosecute; and, in the event of there not being: sufficient assets 
} on the estate, the costs would be.paid out of. the fund,standing 


in the name of the Accountant~General in Bankruptcy... The 
contihabee would be adjourned for six months, to give time for 
the prosecution. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Re Billi 
The bankrupt was a jeweller, of Halesworth.. He applica 
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for his certificate about. a week ago, when he was opposed by 
Mr. Taylor, for the assignees. 

ONOUR now gave his decision. He said:-The grant- 
ing of the certificate was opposed on three grounds—first, that 
the bankrupt had given his father-in-law a fraudulent prefer- 
ence; secondly, that he continued trading after he ought to 
have known that he was insolvent; thirdly, that he did not 
keep any regular books. In support of the first objection, it 
was proved that the father-in-law had advanced to the bank- 
rupt a sum of money in 1850, and that he obtained a warrant 
of attorney, which was regularly registered. In November, 
1858, one of the bankrupt’s creditors directed his attorney to 
take proceedings against the bankrupt for a considerable sum 
of money. On receiving a letter to this effect, bankrupt went 
to an attorney, and the attorney advised him to assign over all 
his property for the benefit of his creditors. The bankrupt 
declared that he left the management of the business entirely to 
the attorney. The attorney to whom he applied was the 
attorney of the father-in-law, and had drawn the warrant of 
attorney. Immediately after this meeting, a judgment was 
entered, and execution issued at the suit of the father-in- 
law. The bankrupt afterwards made an assignment, and de- 
clared that he had nothing to do with issuing the execution. 
It does not appear to me that there is evidence to prove that 
the bankrupt gave or intended to give his father-in-law any 
preference. The warrant of attorney was registered, and on 
the attorney ascertaining that the bankrupt must stop payment 
he would naturally advise that it should be put in force. As 
to the second objection, it is not a bad case of trading after 
insolvency, but if it were, the Act of Review has decided it is 
not sufficient to stay a certificate (Zz parte Johnson, 4 De Gex, 
8s. 25). As to the third objection, there is no fraud proved as 
to preparing the accounts. I shall grant a second-class certi- 
ficate, immediate. 


WESTMINSTER POLICE COURT.—Mar. 26. 


Mr. ARNOLD gave judgment in a case of commercial impor- 
tance, involving the outlay of upwards of £2000, at Messrs. 
Elliott & Watney’s brewery, Westminster. The facts of the 
case are set forth in the decision. 


The worthy magistrate said, the defendants were summoned 
under the 4th clause of the 27th section of the Metropolitan 
Building Act, 18 & 19 Vict. c. 122, which enacts, that “ every 
warehouse or other building used either wholly or in part for 
the purposes of trade or manufacture, containing more than 
216,000 cubic feet, shall be divided by party walls in such 
manner that the contents of each division thereof shall not 
exceed the above-mentioned number of cubic feet.” The sum- 
mons taken out by the district surveyor alleged that the defen- 
dants had erected a building, forming part of the Stag Brewery, 
Pimlico, which building was used, or was to be used, wholly or 
in part for the purpose of trade or manufacture, and which con- 
tained more than 216,000 cubic feet, and not divided by party- 
walls in such manner that the contents of each division thereof 
should not exceed 216,000 cubic feet. 


After recapitulating the facts, Mr. ARNOLD said that a case 
had been heard at the Southwark Police Court in May, 1858, 
which appeared to decide the point involved here. It would 
therefore be sufficient for him to say that he should feel bound 
by the authority of that decision; but he would add, that he 
entirely concurred in it. It was clear that the word “ building” 
was used in different senses in different parts of the Act,— 
either to signify the whole of a structure or fabric, or different 
tenements forming portions of such fabric. That appeared by 
the 2nd clause of the 27th section, but the question under con- 
sideration was entirely set at rest by the provision of the 3rd 
clause—* If any building in one occupation is divided into two 
or more tenements, each having a separate entrance and stair- 
case, or a separate entrance from without, every such tenement 
shall be deemed to be a-separate building for the purposes of 
this Act.” The magistrate concluded, the “building” in 
question, that is, the whole structure, was in “ one occupation,” 
was “divided into two tenements, each having a se 
entrance from without,” and therefore each tenement was “a 
separate building for the purposes of the Act.” 

Mr. Bodkin said, the commercial ‘world would be grestly 
indebted to Mr. Arnold for his decision, which would protect 
them from vexatious interference in the outlay of enormous 
capital, he did not, however, mean any offence of Mr. Howell, 
the surveyor, who had only done his duty. : 


Mr. Howell expressed himself perfectly satisfied with the 
judgment, and said, that he had merely in the routine discharge 
of his duty brought the case there for the magistrate’s decision, 








purpose 
, Wholly repudiated the imputations which had given pain to Mrs. 





HOME CIRCUIT.—Kineston. 
(Before Mr. Justice WiGHTMAN.) 
Granville v. Richardson and Wife.—Mar. 28. 

This was an action to recover dam for a libel. a 

The defendants pleaded “ Not Guilty,” and a justification, — 

Mr. James said, the plaintiff in this action was Miss \ 
Granville, the daughter of an eminent physi in Curzon- 
street, Mayfair; and the defendant, Mr. les Richardson, 
was a solicitor, and the action was brought to recover damages 
for a libel that had been published by his wife, and which was 
contained in certain letters and a printed pamphlet, both of 
which contained matter that most seriously reflected upon the 
character of the plaintiff. The declaration alleged that.in con- 
sequence of these libellous statements a iage that was in 
contemplation between the plaintiff and a gentleman of posi- 
tion and a cl , had been broken off, and she was com- 
pelled to bring the present action to vindicate her character 
from the serious aspersions that had been cast upon it by the 
statements that were contained in the libels in question. The 
defendants had pleaded “ Not Guilty,” and a justification, but 
he was happy to inform the jury that an arrangement had been 
come to between the parties, the precise nature of which would 
be explained to them by his learned friend, Mr. Serjt. Shee, 
who appeared for the defendants, but the effect of which would 
be that all imputations upon the character of the plaintiff 
would be entirely withdrawn, and that there would be an ex- 
pression of regret that, under a misapprehension of the facts, 
any such statements should have been made. The defendants 
would, at the same time, consent to a verdict, with £1000 
damages, passing against them. 

Mr. Serj. Shee said that, on the part of Mrs. Richardson, he 
was instructed to state that, under feelings of irritation, caused 
by imputations which she was informed had been thrown upon 
her character by Miss Granville, but which that young lady 
wholly repudiated, she wrote the letters for which the present 
action was brought. At the time these letters were written, 
however, she believed that the matters contained in them were 
true, but finding that she had been misled into that belief by 
persons whom she had since ascertained to be totally unworthy 
of credit, she had now no hesitation in expressing her regret 
at having made them. Understanding, at the same time, that 
the statements referred to had, undoubtedly, been the cause of 
great distress of mind to Miss Granville, and at the same time 
had also caused her some actual injury, she made no difficulty 
as tothe amount of compensation suggested, and would therefore 
consent to a verdict for the amount of damages that had been 
mentioned. 

The jury, therefore, returned a verdict for the plaintifi— 
damages, £1000. 

The nature of the alleged libel was, of course, not further 
alluded to, but it was stated that part of the arrangement be- 
tween the parties was, that the whole of the letters, and also 
the copies of the printed pamphlet, should be given up and de- 
stroyed. 

Since the publication of the above, Mr. Richardson has for- 
warded to the Editor of the Times the following letter from Mr. 
Serjeant Shee :— 

GRANVILLE vo. RICHARDSON. 
Home Circuit, March 29. 
Dez Siz,—The report in the 7imes of this morning is accurate in all 
respects but one. 
It omits the express assent of Mr. James, who addressed the jury @ 


second time for that only, to my statement, that Miss Granville 


son. 

The noise and confusion which prevailed in the court at this time, were, 
I have no doubt, the cause of this omission. 

Make what use you think right of this note, and boltere me, dear Sir, 


very truly yours, TLLIaAM SHEE. 
Charles hin Esq. 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—Warwicx. 
(Before Mr. Justice Erix.)—Mar, 24. - 

Two tradesmen, named Clement Paine and Isaac Hill, were 
charged with stealing two title deeds, the property of Edwin 
Barlow, of Birmingham. 

Mr. Barlow deposed that he went to London on the Ist of 
November, at which date he left in an iron chest at his ware- 
house two deeds. One of them was a conveyance of land, in 
Middlesex, and had been left with him as security for a loan 
of £50; the other deed was the counterpart of a lease of 8 
house, prosecutor's own property. He returned from London 
on the 4th of November, and was informed that, on’ the pre- 
open, and the title deeds stolen. wid 
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The pri Paine, on being charged with the offence, 
sbaseel having found them, and taken them to Hill’s house, 
where they were burnt. 

His Lorpsutr carefully summed up, and pointed out to the 
jury the extremely doubtful nature of the case. There were 
facts connected with it of great suspicion; and the burning of 
the documents certainly looked like the mode in which dis- 
honest ert ee ee wee me 
+) 


jury gave the prisoners the benefit of the doubt, and 


(Before Lord CAMPBELL.) 
Lyster vy. Hill—Mar. 26. 


oe rae oe Se eww lent. 

plaintiff is a gentleman residing near Birmingham, and the 
defendant, a solicitor, living chiefly at Boulogne, but having slso 
a residence in England. The declaration averred that the 
defendant was indebted to the plaintiff for money lent and inte- 
rest, as per statement annexed ; to which the defendant pleaded— 
firstly, that he was never indebted; secondly, that the amount 
had paid; thirdly, a set-off; and fourthly, that he had 
advanced money to the plaintiff on securities. After some con- 
versation, it was arranged that the whole case should be referred 
toa Master in the Court of Common Pleas, with full power to 
decide what shall be done bétween the parties. 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Liverroot. 
(Before Mr. Justice Brizs.) 


Bracegirdle v. Bayley —Mar. 25. 

This was an action for slander, in imputing to the defendant, 
an attorney, that he had committed forgery. 

The defendant pleaded “ Not Guilty.” 

It appeared that the plaintiff is an attorney at Manchester, 
and the defendant called on his wife, and said to her, “I am 
very sorry, very sorry indeed. I have come on a very curious 
errand. Iam very sorry for you. Mr. Bracegirdle has done 
such and such a thing, and I must transport him.” His wife 
replied, she did not fear that. The defendant then said, “ He 
has forged Mr. Johnston’s name to several letters that I have in 

” He then said, if Mr. Bracegirdle would pay 


my possession. 

him £15, he would let him off for his children’s sake. The de- 

fendant also spoke in similar terms to a Mr. Guest, in conse- 
mence of which a Mr. Saxby took some papers out of his hands. 


t was proposed on behalf of the defendant to cross-examine 
the plaintiff, who was put into, the box, as to various trans- 
actions of his past life; but the learned judge—no plea of 
justification being on the record—refused to allow the questions 
to be asked, even in mitigation of damages. It was suggested 
in defence that the imputations cast were warranted. 

His LorpsuiP, in summing up, said, the defendant had not 
come manfully forward and justified what he had said, and it 
was proved that he had charged the plaintiff with having com- 
mitted. forgery, which was an offence for which a man was 
liable to be transported. 

The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff—Damages, £25. 

(Before Mr. Justice WILLEs.)—Mar. 29. 

John Sparritt was indicted for wilful and corrupt perjury, 
alleged to have been committed by the prisoner as a witness in 
an action tried at the Liverpool winter assizes, 1858, for the 
i ent of a copyright of designs, in giving evidence to 
= the novelty of an invention as applied to printing 


Upon the part of the prosecution it was proposed to examine 
as a witness Mr. Baylis, who had been the junior counsel for 
the plaintiffs in the above-mentioned action, and who was sub- 
peenaed by the prosecution to prove from the notes made by 
him on his brief at the trial the statements then made by the 
witness. 


The learned counsel having duly presented himself upon his 
subpoena, 

is Lorpsuip said, that he would not allow counsel to be 
called to prove their notes, which were made with a totally 
different object. Counsel had quite enough to do and to think 
of in the conduct of a cause, without having thrown on them 
the onus of taking their notes with a view to giving them in 
évidence in support of a prosecution for perjury. A shorthand 
or. other person, and not the counsel in the cause, ought 
to be called to prove the statements of the witnesses, and he 
id not somes neh counsel de ard as a witness, vr thus 
as it, & very precedent. Upon, this in- 
the counsel for the prosecution expressed his:igjtention 

to'call Mr. Bay yi Bk 





At the close of the evidence for the prosecution, 
His Lorpsutr expressed an opinion that there was no case 
- go to the jury, and a verdict of acquittal was therefore 
en. 


CONCENTRATION OF COURTS. 

The Incorporated Law Society have added the following 
paragraphs to their petition (printed at page 327) in favour of 
a concentration of the Courts of Law and Equity :— 

That a Bill has been introduced into your Right Honourable 
House, intituled, “An Act to extend the Powers of the Lord 
Chancellor for providing accommodation for the Court of Chan- 
cery,” the object of which is to authorise the payment to the 
Honourable Society of Lincoln’s-inn, out of the before-men- 
tioned fund, for the term of ninety-nine years, and after such 
term, so long as the Lord Chancellor shall think fit, of such 
yearly sum or rent, not exceeding £4000, as shall be equal to 
interest at the rate of £4 per centum per annum on any sum 
of money which the said society shall pay, lay out, and expend 
in or about the erection of courts, chambers, and offices for the 
sittings of the Court of Chancery, and for the purposes of the 
business thereof, and in the purchase or acquisition of a site for 
the same, and as shall compensate the said society for any actual 
loss of rent or income which they may incur in consequence of 
providing such courts and premises. 

That by the said Bill it is further proposed to provide, that 
the expense of keeping the said courts, chambers, and offices in 
proper order and repair, and insured against fire, and all taxes, 
rates, and other outgoings which may be payable in respect 
thereof, shall also be borne and paid by and out of the said 
Suitors’ Fund. 

That the erection of the proposed courts and offices in Lin- 
coln’s-inn, while providing for the accommodation of the Court 
of Chancery, would leave the courts of law, and the offices 
connected therewith, in their present inconvenient, inadequate, 
and discreditable condition, and would thus afford only a par- 
tial and imperfect remedy for an extensive and general evil. 

That the proposed measure would effectually and for ever 
prevent the concentration of the Courts of Law and Equity, 
and the offices thereof, and would thus perpetuate those evils 
arising from the existing separation and dispersion of the courts 
which your petitioners have above pointed out. 


NEW COURT OF PROBATE, &c. 

The subjoined petition has been presented to the House of 
Commons by the Incorporated Law Society against the Court 
of Probate, &c. (Acquisition of Site) Bill:— 

That a Bill has been introduced into your honourable House, 
entitled, “ A Bill to enable the Commissioners of her Majesty’s 
Works to acquire a Site for the Purposes of her Majesty’s Court 
of Probate, and other Courts and Offices.” 

That by the said Bill it is proposed to authorise the expen- 


diture of public money, to a large amount, in the purchase of a 


site in or near Doctors’ Commons, and in the erection-on such 
site “of buildings for the purposes of the Court of Probate, 
and the principal registries and other offices connected there- 
with, and also for the purposes of other courts and offices ne- 
cessary for the public service.” 

That a plan for concentrating all the courts of law and 
equity and all the offices connected therewith, in a central 
and convenient situation, in the vicinity of the Inns of Court, 
has been submitted to, and is now under the consideration of, 
her Majesty’s Government, and it is intended, as your peti- 
tioners believe, to institute an immediate inquiry into the sub- 
ject by means either of a select committee of your honourable 
House, or of a royal commission. 

That such a plan, if carried into effect, would include suit- 
able buildings for the Courts of Probate and Divorce, and the 
principal registries and other offices connected ‘therewith, as 
well as for the safe deposit of wills. 

That there exists a large fund, consisting of stock standing 
in the name of the Accountant-General of the Court of Chan- 
cery, but at the entire disposal of Parliament, by means of 


‘which all the courts of law and equity in the metropolis and 


the offices connected therewith, including the courts and offices 
proposed to be erected under the authority of the Bill now 
pending in your honourable House, may be erected, without 
imposing any, or if any, only a moderate and temporary burthen 
upon the public; and that the adequacy of this fund, and the 
propriety of appropriating the same to the purposes of the pro- 
posed scheme of concentration, constitute one of the subjects of 
the intended inquiry. 

That the erection of buildings at Doctors’ Commons for 
the purposes of the Court of Probate and the offices con- 
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nected therewith, under the provisions of the Bill now before 
your honourable House, would seriously interfere with the 
general scheme of concentration above referred to, and would 
impose heavy pecuniary burthens on the public, which will be 
wholly unnecessary if such scheme should ultimately be carried 
into effect. 

That, independently of any such scheme of concentration, 
and even if it were necessary or expedient that the courts and 
offices referred to in the said Bill should be erected in a sepai 
locality, and apart from the other courts in which justice is 
administered in thé metropolis, no sufficient reason can be 
assighed for the ‘selection of Doctors’ Commons for such 
locality. 

That the Courts of Probate and Divorce having been discon- 
nected’ from all ecclesiastical jurisdiction and ‘authority, and 
therights of audience and practice in the said coutts, hereto. 
fote exclusively enjoyed by the advocates ‘and proctors, having 
now been thrown open ‘to the whole body of the ‘profession; it 
is of the utmost importance, not only that those courts; and the 
registries and other offices connected therewith; should ‘be in 
proximity to each other, but that both courts and offices should 
be placed in some central and easily accessible situation. 

That there are at present no buildings in or near Doctors’ 
Commons ‘suitable for the transdction’of the large and in- 
creasing business of those courts, or for the safe and con- 
venient custody of wills, and that the situation of Doctors’ 
Commons is highly inconvenient to a large majority of the 
suitors of the’ said courts, the counsel and practitioners em- 
ployed therein, and the public at large. 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray your honourable 
House that the said Bill may not pass into a law. 

And ‘your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 





Dears or Sir Joun L. Pepper, Knt.—We have to record 
the death of Sir John Lewes Pedder, Knt., son of the late John 
Pedder, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, which occurred on the 24th 
instant, at Brighton. Sir John was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in 1820, graduated LL.B. at Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge; ‘in 1822, and was chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court at Tasmania, Van Diemen’s Land, from 1838 to 1854. 
He married Maria, the daughter of the late Lieut.-Colonel 
Everett, and was knighted in 1838. 

We understand that the ancient baronetcy formerly enjoyed 
by the family of Smyth, of Ashton Court, is about to be re- 
vived in the person of John Henry Greville Smyth, Esq., now 
on & tour in the East. The new baronet is the nephew of Mr. 
Arthur Edwin Way, who contested the City of Bath at the 
late election. The name will be familiar to the public from the 
celebrated trial of “ Provis v. Smyth,” in which an attempt 
was made to set up a fictitious claim to the property. The 
Ashton Court estates are understood to exceed in value 
£30,000 per annum. 

Tt has been announced that Mr. Lyttleton Holyoake Bayley, 
a member of the bar, who has but recently arrived from Eng- 
land, is to succeed Mr. Lutwyche as Attorney-General, on the 
appointment of the latter to the resident judgeship at Moreton 
Bay.—Sydney Herald. 

The latest intelligence from China informs us that the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Green as acting Attorney-General of Hong- 
kong has been confirmed by the Home Government, but we 
have not yet heard whether the suspension of Mr. Anstey has 
been approved of, 

Tue Recorpersuw or Norwicu.—The Recordership of 
Norwich, rendered vacant by the death of Mr. M. Pendergast, 
QC., has been conferred on Mr. P. F. O'Malley, Q.C.. The 
learned gentleman has long held an eminent position on the 
Norfolk circuit. The emolument attached to the office is less 
than £100 per annum. 

- —— —- 


Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancerp. 
(By Mantis Ware, E2q., Barrister-at-Law.) 


APPOINTMENT—FRraup ON Powen—Corrvrt BaRrcain, 
Humphrey vy. Olver, 7 W.R., 1. J., 384. 

This was an instance of an appointment by a mother of a 
j i share of a trust fund in fayour of one of her 
daughters, the objects of the power, being set aside on the 
ag that the appointor intended to derive benefit to herself 
rom the appointment, The facts were involved in vane ria 
rity, ond it did nob appear that the mother did actually derive 
say leampediate bones {youn tho trausnotion iy wae shown 





that at one time she entertained the idea of deriving a bene 
from the appointment, although it was suggested sigh Fae 
was afterwards abandoned. It also appeared that the daughter 
in whose favour the appointment was made was in a very bad 
state of health at the time, and, in fact, died in Jess’ than 
eighteen months afterwards; that she and her husband, a = 
months after the appointment, raised money on the appointed 
share, and some of the money so raised was employed in pay- 
ment of debts of the husband for which the mother was security, 
Turner, L, J., in giving judgment, remarked, that it had been 
said that there had been originally an intention of benefiting 
the appointor, but that it had been abandoned; but if there 
was evidence of such an intention having been entertained, the 
burden lay upon the deféndant’ of shobtiig that it had been 
abandoned. Of this there was 16 proof ih te preséht dase, 
The appointment was aecordingly set aside’ ©" NR 
PracticeE—Leases aND SaLzs or SerTLep Estates Acr, 

GUARDIAN, 

Re Caddick’s Settled Estates, 7 W. B., V. C. §., 334. 

The above-mentioned Act (19 & 20 Vict. c, 124); pro 
in the 36th section, that in case of application under the Act 
infant tenants in tail, the application must be made: by 
dians on their behalf. In’ the present case, Stwart, VY. 
decided-that in cases where the father of the i is living; 
it is not sufficient that he should join in the petition as their 
guardian, even though he have no adverse interest to his chil- 
dren; but a guardian must be appointed by the Court for the 
special purpose. (See “ Morgan's Chancery Acts,” 251.) 

SoLiciroR AND CLIENT—PRivILEGE—Scorcn Sovicrror. 
Lawrence v. Campbell, 7 W. R., ¥. C.K., 336. 

This case related to the important subject of the professional 
privilege of solicitors, with respect to the production of their 
correspondence with their clients. 

The defendants in the suit were a Scotch gentleman named 


obst 


Campbell, and a firm of Scotch solicitors residing in London, 


and practising there as Scotch law agents and parliamentary 
agents. The suit related to a sum of mofiey alleged by the 
plaintiff to have been paid by Mr. Campbell to his co-defen- 
dants in trust for the plaintiff; and the documents im respect 
to which privilege was claimed, consisted of ‘the correspondence 
between the defendants. It appeared from the affidavits, that 
the solicitors were duly admitted to practise in the courts of 
law in Scotland, but not in those of England, and ‘that they 
were professionally employed by Mr. Campbell; and also as the 
agents of Mr. Campbell’s solicitor in Edinburgh, ‘in the trans- 
actions to which the suit related. The only new point, there- 
fore, in the case was, whether the English Court would ee 2 
nise the professional privilege of Scotch ~ solicitors. 
Vice-Chancellor held that they were entitled to the same 
privilege as English solicitors. His Honour remarked, that it 
might often be convenient that a Scotch solicitor should conduct 
the case of a Scotch client, the case being Scotch, and an 
English solicitor would not answer the purpose so well; and it 
was not disputed that, in a Scotch case, to some extent, there 
was @ privilege in the Scotch courts. If a Scotchman commn- 
nicated with his professional adviser in this oommiay reetng to 
his business, he was not bound to consult an English solicitor. 
His Honour declined to vestigate what thé Scotch law was on 
the question of privilege, observing, that the English Court 
could only apply the English principle of protection. He 
accordingly declared the documents in question to be 
The cases on this subject will be found collected in “ Daniel’s 
Chancery Practice,” 2nd ed., p. 530; “ Seton on Decrees,” 2nd 
ed., p. 445. 
Hetr-at-LAw—Issve. 

Wright v. Wilkin, 7 W. R., VY. C. K., 337. 

Although an heir-at-law is always entitled to an issue at law 
wheri he is made a defendant in a suit in equity, by a devisee 
seeking to establish a will against him, yet it does not follow 
that he can claim an issue if he comes of his own accord into 
equity, for the purpose of disputing the will against a devisee 
in possession, ‘The title of the heir being legal, he ought to 
try the question by ejectment; and, if he is prevented from 
recovering by an outstanding term, or any other impediment 
which would make the devisee’s defence inequitable, the Court 
of Equity will assist him in the actton, or ay f an issue; but 
if he has no such equitable ground for relief, the Court will not in- 
terfere. Tho present case was an illustration of this, 
plaintiff, claiming to bo heir-at-law, filed » bill, prayh 
toe Vi might he set aide, 8 Pi ound os ue tt 
bod apt of Porat pecfodnnel pasado 
recolver, and for an tnjunction to restraln 
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ting timber. The bill contained an allegation that there were 
outstanding tenancies and mortgage terms; but the Vice- 

ilor considered this allegation as unsustained by the 
facts, and merely delusive. He therefore dismissed the bill 
altogether as ungrounded and misconceived. 


<<< 
Notes on Recent Cases at Common Law. 


(By James SrepuEn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
« Lush's Common Law Practice,” §e., $c.) 





Insorvent Desror—Descrirtion or Dest IN SCHEDULE. 
Franklin v. Beesley, 7 W. R., Q. B., 294. 

This is the most recent decision as to the proper description 
of a débt in the schedule of a prisoner seeking his discharge 
under 1 & 2 Vict.c. 110. The Act requires a full and true 
description of all debts due, or growing due, from the pri- 
soner at the time of the vesting order, but in the present case 
the insolvent omitted from his schedule all mention of a certain 
gum which he had covenantéd to pay to the’ plaintiffs in ‘the 
above action (to which action a discharge by the Insolvent 
Court was pleaded in bar), with respect to which sum the 
plaintiffs had a twofold remedy given in the deed, by which iit 
was covenanted to be paid, viz. to sue for the same, or to take 
certain stock in trade, mortgaged to them, as their own property. 
This omission the Court held to be fatal to the validity of the 

of discharge, and the case was likened to that of Leonard 
v. Baker (15 Mee. & ‘W. 202), where it was expressly decided 
pr 3 an insolyent owed twé distinct debts to the same person, 

d inserted only one of them in his schedule, he was not dis- 

jatged as to the debt which he had omitted. (See Cooke's 
“Insolvent Practice,” c. v.) 


APPRENTICE, Misconpuct oF—MASTER AND SERVANT. 
Philps v. Clift, 7 W. R., Exch., 295. 
The law which governs the relationship of master and ser- 
vant, is not in all points identical with that of master and ap- 
entice. Indeed Watson, B., went so far, in the present case, 
a8 fo assert that there is no analogy between them. This, how- 
ever, must be taken as intended with some qualification, as it 
is clear that, except as overridden by the deed of apprentice- 
hp the duties of an apprentice towards his master are those 
A servant, and the general rules between master and servant 
prevail. The t case, however, shows that in one important 
particular, at least, the existence (ir the case of apprenticeship) 
of a deed by which the master enters into certain covenants, 
not with the apprentice, but his dians or other parties, 
tauses the position of an apprentice to differ from that of a ser- 
a If the latter datas any lawful command of his master, 
or commits any unlawful act, the master has a right to dismiss 
im. But if an apprentice so misconducts himself, the master, 
gh he may correct him, has no right to turn him out of his 
misc. he single authority the other way is a ruling at nisi 
prius of Lord Denman, in the case of Wise v. Wilson (1 C. & 
Kg), ot there the apprentice who misconducted himself 
was also a pupil and assistant, and moreover (as Channell, B., 
tked in the present case) there was in that case no oppor- 
uty for the Court in banco to consider what Lord Denman 
wn out. On the other hand, Winstone v. Linn (1 B. & 
C. 460) expressly decided that the covenants in an indenture 
of apprenticeship are independent covenants; and, consequently, 
to an action (such as the present) brought against the 
master for breach of his covenant to instruct and maintain 
during the term ‘agreed upon, it is no defence to plead the com- 
mission of improper acts on the part of the apprentice, such 
48 would have justified his dismissal had he been an ordinary 
servant. 
~Murvat Neeuigence, Docrrinn as To. 
Waite v. North Eastern Railway Company, 7 W.R., Exch., 
e 311. 
here has been occasion more than once in these notes to 
i ite the principle now conclusively established by the 
(Ph. House of Lords, that he who would recover 
from engshey,; agmages in respect of an accident from which 
'Y has: heaw d, must not himself have contributed 
Qnb P¥KA| OMA Negligence or carelessness, and 


we ‘ A if nh ghigns brought under Lord Camp- 
Ne Ant by. the; entativesof ano who has been ie 
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(being an infant or otherwise incompetent for self-care) at 
the time, is in like manner fatal to the action, the conduct of 
the guardian being for this purpose identified with that of the 
party injured. In the present case (which was an appeal from 
the Queen’s Bench) the action was brought by an infant plain- 
tiff for an injury sustained (while under the charge of a nurse) 
on the defendants’ railway; but, inasmuch as it appeared that 
the nurse was to blame as well as the defendant, judgment was 
given, and now affirmed, in their favour. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT—UNDERTAKING TO PAY COSTS. 
Spark vy. Heslop, 7 W. R., Q. B., 312. 


This was an action by an attorney, on an undertaking con- 
tained ia his retainer, in writing, by the defendant, requesting 
him to commence and carry on an action, in which one H. was 
to be the defendant, and the defendant in the present action 
the plaintiff. This undertaking was to the effect that the de- 
fendant would “ be answerable ” to the plaintiff for all the costs, 
damages, and expenses he might sustain in trying the action 
against H., and in any manner relating or incidental thereto. 
Accordingly, the action against H. was brought and failed; and 
the plaintiff paid to H. the amount of his costs therein. It was 
to recover these costs—and also his own, as between 
and client,—that the present action was brought; and in 
of the defendant, the case Collinge v. Heywood (9 A. & E. 638) 
was chiefly relied upon, as showing that by an undertaking 
such as above-mentioned, he engaged to pay only the costs 
actually paid by his attorney, and that, consequently, the in- 
strument did not apply to the costs as between himself as client 
and the plaintiff as attorney in the action against H. The 
Court, however, unanimously held, that the undertaking was 
of a character to apply to both sets of costs, for that the defen- 
dant was not really a surety only, but a positive engager 
to pay himself to the plaintiff such costs as might be incurred 
in the action. 

Such is apprehended to have been the point of the above 
case, but there is some obscurity in the report of it. It appears 
to be stated as a fact, that the costs of H. had been paid by the 
plaintiff before the present action; but the judgment seems to 
proceed on the supposition that the plaintiff was liable to pay 
them, but had not yet done so. ' 

a 


Parliament anv Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Mar. 25. 
THE WESTMINSTER CLOCK. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, he wished to put a question to the 
noble Lord at the head of her Majesty’s Government with 
respect to the state of the clock in the tower. That clock was 
expected to have been long before this of great service to the 
public, and especially to the gentlemen attending Westminster- 
hall; but it was not yet at work, although it had been placed 
in the tower for some time. He was in hopes that, on Se 
from circuit, he should have found it at work. The clock 
four dials, and he observed on passing the tower that day that 
the fingers on each dial pointed to different figures, He under- 
stood that during his absence on circuit the clock had been at 
work for half an hour. 

The Earl of Dersy said, that immediately after the noble 
and learned Lord asked a question on this subject on a previous 
occasion he communicated with his noble friend at the head of 
the Board of Works, in consequence of which communication 
his noble friend wrote to Sir C. Barry, who informed him, in 
reply, that the chamber would be ready for the reception of the 
clock in the course of a weck or ten days, but that, Mr. Deni- 
son still required some work to be done in the tower. Since‘ 
that he had not received any further communication on the 
subject. » 

Mr. Ex-Baron PENNEFATHER. 

The Earl of Larrrr rose, pursuant to notice, toask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it was his intention to recom- 
mend to her Majesty to confer any honour, distinction, or 
dignity on the Right Hon. Richard Pennefather, late Baron of 
the Exchequer in Ireland, for his long and meritorious services, 
The whole of the bar of Ireland, the solicitors of Ireland, and 
many of the grand juries, had borne testimony to the worth, 
the honesty, and uprightness of this learned judge, Mr, Baron 
Pennefixther had won the good opinion of all parties in @ 
country where they were not always unanimous jn their feel- 
ings with regard to private or public ao Ho had not 

any part in politics that could be distasteful to any 
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party. Had he been a partisan, indeed, he might at this 
moment have been in a higher position. He trusted that the 
noble earl would seriously consider whether he would not feel 
himself at liberty to recommend her Majesty to confer some 





nomination to an office which was remunerated according to 
the services performed? The right was worth nothing, and no 
compensation could be due for the loss of it. His noble friend 
objected to giving the plaintiff the power of summoning the 





distinction, honour, or dignity, upon Mr. Baron Pennefath 

The Earl of Dersy.—TIf the object of my noble friend on the 
cross benches was himself to offer, as he has done, a graceful 
tribute to the merits of Mr. Baron Pennefather, or to elicit 
similar marks of admiration and respect from those of your 
Lordships now present, more especially from the noble Lord 
the late Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland (the Earl of Carlisle) and 
the noble and learned Lord (Lord Campbell), who, as the Irish 
Lord Chancellor, had so long an opportunity of becoming 
acquainted with the merits of Baron Pennefather, he has, I must 
say, amply succeeded in his object, and I should be the last to 
refuse my tribute of respect. Mr. Baron Pennefather is, I 
believe, the object of universal respect and esteem; and, not- 
withstanding the painful infirmities with which he was afflicted, 
and which would have almost totally disqualified any other 
person of such advanced age from the due discharge of his 
duties, yet, up to the moment of his retirement from the bench, 
few, if any, of the learned judges were able to sum up a case, or 
give an opinion or a judgment more clearly, more fully, or more 
distinctly than Baron Pennefather. With regard to his up- 
rightness and integrity they ought not to be very rare virtues, 
yet I may say that I never heard the slightest imputation with 
regard to one or the other, and as to his abilities and character 
asa judge I never heard but one opinion. Having said thus 
much, I am not aware that—honoured as he was by all on his 
retirement—either Baron Pennefather, or his friends, or any of 
his family, desire or expect that any signal honour should be 
conferred upon him on the part of the Crown. I hope my 
noble friend will excuse me for saying that the subject is one to 
be dealt with not by this House, but by the Crown, and I must 
respectfully decline answering the question. 


Oatus Act AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Companies Act (1859) BLL. 

The report of the amendments to this Bill was brought up 
and agreed to, and the Bill was ordered to be read a third time 
on Monday. 

Monday, Mar. 28. 


Vexatious Inpictments BILu. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Manor Courts (IRELAND) Bix. 
On the motion that this Bill be read a third time, 


The Earl of Lerrrm objected to the Bill, because it would 
deprive lords of manors of the right of appointing seneschals 
without giving compensation, and because. no case had been 
made out for the abolition of these courts. The noble earl 
moved that the Bill be read a third time that day six months. 

The Earl of DonoucHMore said, that the report of the com- 
mittee of the House of Commons which sat in 1837 proved to 
demonstration that there were inherent defects in the constitu- 
tion of these courts, and that a failure of justice must continue 
in many cases as long as they were continued. It was in the 
power of lords of manors to appoint any person as seneschal 
who could give security to the amount of £500, and though in 
some cases they had taken pains, in others they had shown 
carelessness in their selection. The courts were put in motion 
by persons who had lent money or given credit to the poorest 
of the population, and, according to a witness examined before 
the committee, in 99 cases out of 100 the plaintiff ob- 
tained a decree. There were constant disputes as to the extent 
of jurisdiction, and frequent riots ensued in resisting the seizure 
of property under the decrees of the courts. Although some 
of the courts were held in proper buildings, many were held 
in public-houses, with no convenience for the §ury to retire, 
and with almost every incitement to most unseemly confusion. 
Many other objections might he urged to these courts, but 
enough had, he thought, been said to prove that her Majesty's 
Government had exercised a wise discretion in proposing to 
abolish these courts altogether. He believed that the bailiffs of 
these courts were in the habit of acting as attorneys, and it ap- 
peared that in one case a woman was in the habit, for a fee of 
Is., of undertaking the cause of one or the other party to the 
suit. He trusted that, for the sake of the dignity of public 
justice, their Lordships would consent to abolish these courts. 
His noble friend appeared to think that the lords of manors 
ought to be compensated for losing the right of nominating 
these judges. But how would he measure the value of the 





defendant under this Bill. But, at present, the plaintiff could 
go to the seneschal, who never refused a summons, because he 
got a fee for granting it. An appeal from the manor courts 
could only be brought now to the assizes, but by the present 
Bill an appeal would lie to the court of quarter sessions, so 
that disputes might be settled more speedily and more cheaply, 
He trusted that their Lordships would concur in the third 
reading of a measure which would effect a great improvement 
in the law. 

After a few words from the Earl of Lxrrru in reply, 

The amendment was put and negatived; and, after clause 4 
had been struck out, and some of the remaining clauses had 
undergone verbal amendment, the Bill was. read a third time 
and passed. 

EVIDENCE BY COMMISSION BILL. 

This Bill went through committee. 


Oatus Act AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 


Tuesday, Mar. 29. 
JURIES IN CIVIL CAUSES. 

Lord CAMPBELL moved the second reading of the juries in 
Civil Causes Bill. He said, he believed that, so far as criminal 
cases were concerned, the law which required that nobody 
should be found guilty of a crime except by ‘the unanimous 
verdict of twelve men had worked satisfactorily; but in civil 
cases there was not the same reason for requiring unanimity on 
the part of the jury. The notion that the unanimity of twelve 
jurymen had been required from all time was wholly without 
foundation. In a treatise, the date of which was uncertain, the 
author said, that “of late the number of jurors had been re- 
duced to twelve;’ and the reasons which he gave for the 
adoption of that number were these:—“ Like as the Prophets 
were twelve to foretel the truth, as the Apostles were twelve 
to preach the truth, the discoverers twelve sent into Canaan to 
seek and report the truth, and the stones twelve that the 
Heavenly Hierusalem is built on; and as the judges were 
twelve anciently to try and determine matters of law.” To 
which Lord Coke added other duodecimals: “twelve tribes of 
Israel, twelve months in the year, and twelve Ceesars!” There 
had been in the course of years many alterations in the law 
and practice with respect to juries, arising out of the circum- 
stances of the times and the varying sentiments of mankind. 
Formerly it-was thought that jurors should come from the part 
of the country where the cause of action arose, but experience 
showed that neighbours were apt to be partial, and after various 
changes it was at length determined that they should be taken 
from the body of the county. It certainly seemed very strange 
that in civil cases, the consideration of which admitted of such 
varied shades of opinion, the unanimity of twelve men should be 
required. There was no analogy for it in other cases. Among 
the judges the decision of the majority was sufficient; and, in 
their Lordships’ House, whether sitting in their 1 ive or 
judicial capacity, the majority determined the question. Black- 
stone stated in his “ Commentaries” that atthe assizes, if the 


jurors did not agree in their verdict before the judges left the 


town, the judges were not bound to wait for them, but they 
were bound to order them to be put into a cart and carried 
round the circuit from town to town until they agreed. An 
oral tradition varied this dictum, and laid it down that the jury 
must be carried to the confines of the county and there shot 
out into a ditch. After adverting to the manner in w 
juries compromised their opinions, and quoting several authors, 
his- Lordship continued that the Common Law Commis- 
sioners of 1830 and 1851 had strongly condemned the pre- 
sent system. Since the introduction of his Bill last session, 
he had received communications from several of his judicial 
brethren in favour of a change in the law. By this Bill juries 
would be allowed to have all needful accommodation and re- 
freshment, and then, at the end of six hours, if nine of them 
had agreed, the verdict of these nine would be taken. He 
wished to remind their Lordships ¢hat juries were not so sub- 
missive now as formerly. They liked to think for themselves. 
He had no motive, except the due administration of justice, for 
bringing forward such a Bill; and hejcould assure their Lord- 
ships that the greatest hindrance and’ inconvenience to the ad- 
ministration of justice in the present day arose from the law 
which insisted upon the unanimity of juries. 

Lord Lywpuvner said, the object of the Bill is to change 
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the fundamental] laws of the kingdom—one of the most 
oe mnt and fundamental laws of the kingdom—viz. that 
relates to trial by jury, which has existed in its present 
form for 500 years, and during the whdle of that time been 
ired and applauded by the most eminent lawyers who at 
iods have adorned the judicial tribunals of this 
country. With reference to a statement made by my noble 
end shore is no instance to be found in the judicial history 
country in which a jury have been carried round a cir. 
cuit in a cart, much less of their having been afterwards shot 
into a ditch. Iwill tell your Lordships how a contrary im- 
pression appears te have originated. Five hundred years ago, 
or nearly so, a case was brought before the Court of Common 
Pleas from the assizes, in which eleyen jurymen had agreed 
one had dissented. The person who reports what took 
on that oceasion—500 years ago, your Lanaepipe will 
poe serene le pho Kalyana 
18 > jud if the jury could not agree t 
judges should have taken them with them in a “carr.” until 
I defy my noble and learned friend to quote 
gny authority for the statement he made—not an act only, but 
4 word in % d book on the subject. The only authority is the 
ie which I have quoted; and there is no instance of that 
ving been acted on. My noble and learned friend has cited 
ustice Blackstone. Justice Blackstone refers to this very 
note. Allow me to say that my noble and learned friend is 
wholly incorrect. You would suppose from his statement, and 
wrticularly from the manner in which he put it to the jury, 
that judges meant to inflict some indignity on the jury. It is 
a French word abbreviated, which has been mistranslated by 
my noble and learned friend. ‘The word is carr., an abbreviation 
for carreo, which means a waggon going on four wheels, and 
sovered with a cloth. What, let me ask, was the mode of 
travelling in those days? On horseback, or, if not on horse- 
back, in covered waggons. Coaches and carriages were not in 
use for two hundred years afterwards. The proper translation 
of this word was, that it was the duty of the judges to have 
carried those gentlemen with them in covered waggons until 
they came to an agreement. That is obviously the meaning of 
the passage to which reference has been made. I thought it 
ly duty to make this explanation to your Lordships. His 
taedahip then went on to say, that, during his legal and judi- 
al experience at the bar and on the bench, it was very rare 
tat there was occasion for discharging a jury without a verdict, 
and in nineteen cases out of twenty a jury never retires. 
arl GRANVILLE, in supporting the Bill, said, he had never 
been able quite to understand why—seeing that in county 
courts it was optional with the parties to dispense with the 
jury, and that the most important cases were decided in the 
Const of Chancery and in that House without the intervention 
of 4% jury—it was absolutely necessary that juries should be 
unanimous. 
Lord CganwortH and Lord Kinaspown supported the 


i WENSLEXDALE contended that the principle of trial by 
Jury, in all cases, was, that the verdict should be unanimous. He 
read several returns from the different circuits, to show how 
few were the cases of dinngreemen’ by jurymen. He did not 
think that peuiioans case had been made out for the proposed 
change.of the law. 

Lord CamppeLi replied; and their Lordships divided, when 
ae 8 for the second reading 7, against 23; majority, 16. 

‘The Bill was therefore lost. 

Thursday, Mar. 31. 


"Und Cu Orrences (MerropotitaNn Districts) BIL. 
Bi 


ord Camppett said, he approved of the principle of the 

, and thought it right, when persons were committed by a 
a magistrate to the Central Criminal Court, that the in- 
lictments should not be laid before a grand jury. There were, 
however, some defects in the Bill, which he would be glad to 
see amended. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR said, one of the objections of the 
noble and learned Lord was, that any other magistrate except 
4 police magistrate might commit a man to prison. ‘That, he 

rehended, was a mistake. It was truo, as was urged by the 
noble and learned Lord, that there was a district comprised in 
the Bill beyond the jurisdiction of the police magistrates; but 
it was so small that no inconvenience would arise from it. Out 
6f 1000 or 1200 commitments there were not more than forty 
from that particular district, Ho would postpone the third 
reading to Monday next, 

MANSLAUGHTER Bry. 


This Bil) wae road # second time, 





Vexatious InpicrmEents By. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

EvIpENcE BY Commission Brix. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Mar. 25. 
THe ANnuITy-Tax. 

Mr. Buack asked the Lord-Advocate when he would lay his 
Bill for the repeal of the Annuity-tax on the table. 

The Lorp-Apvocate said, that although Mr. Black had 
induced the House to pass the second i a sure 
on this subject, he thought he should best meet the wishes —_ 
expectations of those who desired the settlement of the questi 
by proceeding with the Bill which the Govern: inte 
introduce. He hoped to be able to proceed with it on an ¢ 
day, but at this moment he could not name the day. 

TRANSFER OF LanD (IRELAND). 

Mr. Grurritus asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
whether it was the intention of the Government to equalize the 
per-centage fees upon the sale of property in the Transfer of 
Land Comrts in Ireland to the amount payable on value under 


£10,000. 
Lord Naas said, the matter was under consideration. At 


present he could give n> decisive answer. 
Tue Rerorm BI. 
The debate on this Bill was resumed and again adjourned. 


Monday, Mar. 28. 
Tae Rerorm Bit. 
The debate on this Bill was resumed and again adjourned. 
Petitions oF Rieut Bi. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


AFFIDAVITS BY Commission BILL. 
This Bill was also read a third time and passed. 


Tuesday, Mar. 29. 
AGGRAVATED AssAULTS. 
Viscount RAYNHAM obtained leave to introduce a Bill to 
amend the Act of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 21, for the punishment of 
men convicted of aggravated assaults on women and children. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Viscount RayNuam also obtained leave to ‘introduce a Bill 
for the more effectual prevention of cruelty to animals. 


THe Rerorm Bri. 
The debate on this Bill was resumed and again adjourned. 


Wednesday, Mar. 30. 
Triat By Jury (ScorianpD) Brn. 

Mr. Duntop, in moving the second reading of this Bill, ex- 
plained, that it was for the purpose of shortening the time at 
present fixed for the deliberation of juries in civil cases in 
Scotland. As the House was aware, the system of trial by 
jury in Scotland was essentially differént with respect to the 
forced unanimity considered essential in England. ‘In criminal 
eases in Scotland, the verdict of the jury was determined by a 
majority, the number of the jurymen being fifteen; but an 
attempt had been made nearly fifty years ago to introduce the 
English system, as regarded civil cases; but it was altoge 
so inconvenient, and so utterly opposed to the notions of the 
Scotch people, that the greatest complaints were made, and 
about five years ago he succeeded in carrying an Act of Parlia- 
ment, which provided that the verdict should be determined by 
a majority of pine out of twelve, combined with a atio 
of six hours. That Act had worked extremely well, the only 
fault being, that it was felt that six hours’ detention was alto- 
gether too long, and that in most cases the jury had arrived at 
a determination within a very short time. It was the opinion 
of the highest legal authorities in Scotland, including the Lord 
Justice Clerk and the whole of the Faculty of Advocates, that 
the time enjoined in the Act in Tee eas, rom Bl 
shortened, and that it was proposed to do by present 
which provided that three hours should be fixed gs the limit 
the detention of jurors, 

Mr. Mononzerr confirmed the statement of Mr, pele 
to the practical inconvenience of the present sytem.” 
looked upon the enforcing of yasnimity anoag the ae 
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contrary to common sense, for it was quite plain that in the 
end, although they returned a verdict for the plaintiff or 
defendant, as the case might be, yet they were in reality no more 
unanimous than were a Scotch jury who had returned a verdict 
by a majority. The Act which had been in operation during 
the last five years had worked extremely well, and he was 
perfectly satisfied that all that was wanted -was, that the time 
of the detention of the jury should be shortened. He there- 
fore cordially supported the second reading of the Bill. 

The Lorp-ApvocaTe cordially assented to the further 
change which was now proposed; on one point he thought they 
must all agree, and that was, that if any change were made in 
the mode of their procedure, it ought to be a change in accord- 
ance with the feelings, the wishes, the habits, and modes of 
thought of the people who were to be affected by the alteration 
of the law. Scotland from time immemorial had been accus- 
tomed to the decision of a majority of the jury, and there was 
no reason why they should be interfered with in that respect. 

Mr. BucHANAN said, he was well acquainted with the feeling 
of the people on the subject. The prejudice was decidedly in 
favour of a simple majority. He did not, however, think the 
working of the simple majority system in criminal trials so 
favourable as to warrant their introducing it into civil causes. 

Mr. Mackie expressed himself highly in favour of the 
system of decision by a majority of the jurymen, which had 
worked extremely well in New South Wales. When juries 
returned a verdict under the system of unanimity, in eight 
times out of nine their unanimity was nothing but a compro- 
mise. 

Mr. MELuor regretted that the house would have no oppor- 
tunity of considering the Bill introduced by Lord Campbell 
into the House of Lords, as he believed that in most of the 
civil cases upon which juries at present delivered verdicts the 
unanimity was more apparent than real. - In many cases the 
iury were agreed to be bound by the decision of the majority, 
which course was adopted. It was, therefore, absurd to say 
that the verdict of a jury, was really unanimous. At the same 
time, in criminal cases, he thought it would be impolitic toalter 
the law as it now stood, inasmuch as no sentence in grave cases 
could be carried into execution if it were known that three or 
four jurymen were in favour of an acquittal. 

Mr. S. WorTLEY agreed that it would not be advisable under 
any circumstances to alter the law which required juries in 
criminal cases to be unanimous in their verdict; at the same 
time he thought the whole jury system required revision. He 
believed there was no institution which the people of this 
country valued more than trial by jury, and yet there was no 
class of men more ill-used than jurymen. He objected in par- 
ticular to their being starved and exposed to the cold while de- 
liberating upon their verdict, and to the accommodation which 
was provided for them in the different courts. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 


Law ASCERTAINMENT B11. 


Mr. Dunxop, in moving the second reading of this Bill, ex- 
plained that its object.was to remove the inconvenience which 
was at present sustained in deciding in Scotland upon a case 
in which a point of English law was in dispute, and vice versa. 
At present, if a question of English law arose in a Scotch 
court, there were no means of settling it except by examining 
witnesses acquainted with the working of the English law, or 
submitting a case to eminent legal authorities. The opinions, 
however, frequently differed, which caused a conflict of autho- 
rity; and in addition to the uncertainty of the present mode of 
operation, the expense was very heavy. He proposed that here- 
after it should be competent for the courts of one country to 
submit cases for the opinion of the courts of the other, which 
opinion would be conclusive unless an appeal were made to the 
House of Lords. In case of an appeal, the House of Lords 
would settle the point in dispute. 

Mr. Mauins ex his approbation of the Bill, but re- 
gretted that it did not apply also to the law of foreign coun- 
tries. Some fime ago, a person who had resided for fifteen years 
at Calais left property to the value of £100,000 to Southamp- 
ton, but the will was objected to by the next of kin upon the 
simple question whether the testator was to be considered as a 
domiciled Englishman or had become a domiciled Frenchman. 
After the expense of litigation had run up to £25,000 a com- 
promise was effected, and instead of receiving £100,000, the 
town of Southampton only got £50,000. 

Mr, J, D. Fitzoenarn also supported the Bill. 

The Loup Apvocate approved the principle of the Bill, 
but. said, there was some ambiguity in the wording of the pre- 
amble, which left it in doubt whether or not the measure would 








apply to the colonies. If it were intended that it should apply 
to the colonies, he begged to remind his hon. friend that the 
Bill gave an appeal to the House of Lords, which could not be 
rendered available in the case of the colonies. 

Mr. Bouverie thought the Bill ought to be confined to the 
superior courts, and should not include county courts, courts of 
quarter session, and other inferior courts. 

The SoricrroR-GENERAL said, it would be inconvenient to 
enter into the details of the Bill at that stage, and 

The Bill was read a second time. 


Tue BanKRupTcy AND INsoLVENCY BILL. 


Lord J. Russe said, that since the second reading of this 
Bill had been agreed to, he found so many alterations in the 
details had been suggested that there would be a difficulty to 
pass it through a committee of the whole House satisfactorily, 
unless the measure should be first considered by aselect number 
of members. He was, therefore, inclined to accept the proposal 
of his hon, friend (Mr. Bouverie), and refer the Bill to a select 
committee. He did not know what course the Attorney- 
General intended to follow with respect to the Government 
Bill on the same subject which had come down from the House 
of Lords; but he thought that Bill might be referred to the 
samé committee, which he hoped would be composed of persons 
of legal and practical experience. He moved, therefore, that 
the Bill be referred to a select committee. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL entirely agreed in the expediency 
of the course proposed by the noble Lord. The number of 
points involved in the Bill would render it very difficult to do 
justice to the entire subject without the aid of a select com- 
mittee. The Government Bill had come down from the Lords, 
and stood for a second reading on Friday next. He proposed 
to read the Bill a second time pro forma, and he should then be 
prepared to state the intentions of the Government; but he did 
not apprehend that there would be any objection to refer the 
Bill to the same select committee as that to which the noble 
Lord’s Bill would be sent. 

Mr. BouvERIE was quite satisfied that the course now taken 
was the only way to obtain a Bill on this important subject 
which would be at all satisfactory to the House or country. 
The subject was so important that it deserved the consideration 
of one of the ablest select committees that could possibly be 
appointed. He suggested that the committee should have power 
to call witnesses, who might be able to give both information 
and advice. . 

Mr. CRAWFORD said, that the proposition to refer the Bill 
to a select committee had the approval of the large cunstituency 
he represented. 

Mr. HeapLam thought it important that some measure on 
this subject should pass during the present session, but he saw 
no chance of that being the case if the select committee entered 
into an examination of witnesses. 

Mr. Morratrt was glad that the Bill was to be referred toa 
select committee, but saw no necessity for examining fresh 
evidence, when all the facts connected with the case were to 
be found fully recorded already in documents in the library of 
the House. 

Mr. Mains expressed a similar opinion. 

Mr. Vance thought, that if the committee;were composed of 
lawyers and experienced mercantile men it would not be 
necessary to call witnesses, the hearing of whose evidence would 
prolong the inquiry indefinitely. The mercantile community 
of Ireland were anxious for the passing of an English Bill on 
this subject, because they were aware that it would form 4 
basis for legislation for Ireland. 

Mr. S. Estcourt said, that the only point on which there 
was difference of opinion was, as to whether the committee 
should take evidence or not. That was @ matter on which the 
cémmittee could exercise a judgment of their own, and could, 
if they thought fit, apply at any moment to the House for 
power to examine witnesses. ‘The matter, therefore, had better 
be left to their discretion. With respect to the noble Lord who 
had brought this subject before the House, he begged to offer to 
him his humble tribute of respect for the attention he had 
bestowed on this important matter. 

Mr. Lowe felt that points would arise on a comparison of 
the two Bills, which it would absolutely require the evidence 
of witnesses to settle, and he could not fey ior pe par eet 
pose would be attained by turning the committee wi 
the power of calling witnesses, 

@ Soxscrror-GENERAL observed, that the committee 
could always apply for power to call witnesses; but he feared 
that, if the House gave them that power in the first instance, 
the committee would then think that it was the intention 
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the House that they should examine into the whole state of the 
bankrupt law by calling witnesses. 

Lord J. Russext concurred in the suggestion of the Home 
Secretary. If the select committee, in going through these 
Bills, should think further evidence was necessary, they could 
apply to the House for power to call witnesses; but to give 
them that power in the first instance might induce them to 
think that they ought not to confine their attention to the Bills, 
but ought to embark into an inquiry as to what should be the 
basis of legislation on the subject. 

The motion for referring the Bill to a select committee was 
then agreed to. 

ApmiraLty Court BILL. 

Mr. HapFretp moved the second reading of this Bill, its 
object being to open the practice in the High Court of Admi- 
ralty to all serjeants, barristers-at-law, attorneys, and solicitors 


‘He said, that on the occasion of the passing of the Probate and 


Administration Act, the proctors obtained the enormous com- 
pensation of £72,000 a-year, and he moved a clause, which 
was adopted, that no compensation should be given for opening 
the High Court of Admiralty to the general profession. By 
some means, through the interest of the proctors, and not on 
the representation of the judge of the Court, that clause was 
thrown out in the House of Lords, though it was agreed to in 
the House of Commons with the consent of the then Attorney- 
General, and the proctors now required for the opening of the 
Admiralty Court’ an additional compensation of £10,000 a- 
year. He, however, contended that the country had paid the 
compensation already, and-the grant of further compensation 
would be a wrong upon the public. 

Mr. Mains said, that when the Probate and Administration 
Bill passed through Parliament, compensation was given for 
what the proctors considered would be the destruction of their 
business, and so it turned out to be. During the passage of 
that Bill, the hon. gentleman proposed a clause tu open the 
Admiralty Court to the profession generally, and though it was 
objected that such a clause was not within the scope of the 
Bill, the hon. gentleman’s clause was, with the reluctant assent 
of the Attorney-General of the day, agreed to. It was, how- 
ever, omitted inthe House of Lords, and, in contradiction of 
what had been stated by the hon. gentleman, he could say that 
it was struck out on the representation of the judge and officers 
of the Court, to the effect that such a clause ought to be 
accompanied by many provisions which could not be inserted 
in the Bill then before Parliament. The hon. gentleman now 
proposed that the Admiralty Court should be thrown open to 
the profession at large, and contended that the compensation 
already given included the Admiralty business; but that was 
obviously not the case, because the hon. member's clause in- 
cluding that business in the compensation was omitted. The 
hon. member was under a misapprehension if he thought the 
compensation under the Probate Act had thrown any burden 
on the public, for that compensation was provided for by 
cértain fees paid into court. As he understood there was no 
objection to the opening of the Admiralty Court to general 
practitioners he would assent to the second reading of the Bill, 
although if the hon. gentleman’s object was to refuse com- 
ieatee he would feel bound to oppose the measure in com- 

tee. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL did not intend to oppose the 
second reading, for it was universally admitted that it was re- 
quisite for the public interests that the Court of Admiralty 
should be thrown open tothe practice of advocates of all classes, 
He thought it would be premature to enter at that time into 
the question of compensation, which involved considerations of 
Justice with regard to some meritorious persons, while, on the 
other hand, it was right that the public interests should be pro- 
tected. He would suggest that the hon. gentleman should 
leave this question in the hands of the Government, who were 
now applying their consideration to the subject. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 


CHARITABLE Uses BILL. 

Mr. Hapr1exp, in the absence of the hon. and learned mem- 
ber for Durham, moved the second reading of this Bill, the 
object of which was to remove some of those technical difticul- 
ties which, contrary, he believed, to the intention of the framers 
of the Mortmain Act, now stood in the way of settlement, for 
charitable pi The Scotch law did not prevent in any 
manner devises of real estates for charitable purposes, and the 
only impediment thrown by the Ivish law in the way of such 

was a provision, that the devise must be made and 
registered three months before the death of a testator. He 
thought that an amendment of the English law in this respect 





was absolutely necessary, and the Bill would remove some 
difficulties which were now experienced by charitable persons 
who wished to endow schools, hospitals, places of worship, and 
other similar institutions, and would afford them cheap, effectual, 
and easy means of carrying out their wishes. 

The Sorictror-GENERAL said, he had no objection to the 
second reading of the Bill, but it involved questions of detail 
which would require very careful consideration in committee. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 


Thursday, Mar. 31. 
CORPORATION OF THE CiTy OF LONDON. 

Mr. Brapy asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether it was the intention of the Government 
to introduce a Bill for the better regulation of the Corporation 
of the City of London; and if so, when it would be laid on the 
table of the House. 

Mr. S. Estcourt said, he was prepared to bring in two Bills, 
one financial, and the other municipal, after Easter. 

LocaL ASSESSMENTS EXEMPTION. 

In answer to General BucKLEY, 

Mr. S. Estcourt announced that it was not intended to 
proceed with the Local Assessments Exemption Abolition Bill 
in its present form. 

EcciestasticaL Court (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. GREER asked the Chief Secretary for Ireland whether 
he will be prepared to ask the House to go into committee on 
the Ecclesiastical Courts and Registries (Ireland) Bill on Mon- 
day next; and when he expects to be able to lay on the table 
of the House the returns that have been ordered in regard to 
the Greyabbey brawling case. 

Lord Naas did not think it possible that the House should 
go into committee on this Bill on Monday, but hoped that on 
an early day it would be able to do so. He had made inquiry 
about the returns, and hoped they would be ready in a few 
days. 

OFFICERS OF THE PROBATES COURTS AND SUPERANNUATION 
Bix. 

Mr. Vance asked the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
it is the intention of her Majesty’s Government to introduce 
into the Superannuation Bill now before the House any pro- 
vision for the officers and clerks of her Majesty’s Courts of 
Probate in England and Ireland; and, if not, whether it is 
their intention during the present session to bring in a Bill for 
the purpose of giving superannuation allowances to the officers 
and clerks of the said courts. 

Sir S. Norrucore said, it was not at present the intention 
of the Government to introduce a Bill for the purpose of giving 
superannuation allowances to the officers and clerks of these 
Courts. 

CONFIRMATION AND PROBATE ACT. 
The Lorp-ApvocaTE obtained leave to bring in a Bill to 
amend the Act of last session. 
PoticE AND Towns IMPROVEMENT. 
Lord Excno obtained leave to bring in a Bill on this subject. 
ReForm BILL. 
The debate on this Bill was resumed. The House divided, 


when there appeared— 
For Lord J. Russell’s Resolution : . 330 
Against it ; . 3 : ; - 291 


Majority against the Gevernment . 39 
- + -- ~ - 


Communications, Correspondence, and 
€xtracts. 


BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
To the Editor of Tus Soxicrrors’ Journat & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 

Srr,—In the article upon this subject contained in 
number of the 26th inst., after stating some provisions of i 
John Russell's Bill to reduce expense, and that the Bill farther 
provides “that the sitting for the bankrupt’s last examination 
and application for certificate may be held at the same time,” 
you add, “and we apprehend no ebjection can be made to these 
amendments.” 

Sir, it has struck me that the provision in question is open to 
very grave objection, and, with your permission, I will attempt 
to explain the grounds upon which I have formed. that ; 


The clause of the Bill referred to is the 297th, which is 
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follows:—‘‘ The Court shall appoint one and the same sitting 
the allowance of the certificate of conformity and for the 
examination of the bahkrupt, unless it shall, upon con- 
sideration of the circumstances of any particular case, appear 
to the Court inexpedient to do so;” and by the preceding clause, 
the existing twenty-one days’ Gazette notice of the certificate 
meeting is to be continued. 

Thus it would appear that the routine practice proposed is to 
hold but one meeting for last examination and certificate, with 
an exception of cases wherein parties opposing show to the Court 
good reasons for holding separate meetings. Such reasons, 
however, if any, cannot, I apprehend, appear until the close of 
the bankrupt’s examination, because they will arise, if they 
exist at all, out of the state of facts thereby disclosed, and 
obviously they cannot be shown at the period when the meeting 
is fixed, namely, three weeks before the examination comes off. 

I contend, therefore, that under the proposed clanse, the 
provision intended to be made for a certain class of cases—to 
which by the exception it is admitted it would be unwise to 
apply the altered practice—will fail to have any operation at 
all, and consequently that in ali cases the Court must hold but 
one sitting for last examination and certificate. 

The result of this would be, that at the close of a long and 
tedious éxamination,—frequently attended with how much 
trouble and difficulty those only know who are practically 
familiar with the details of a bankruptcy court,—with the 
evidence tumbled out in a confused heap before the mind of 
the examining advocate, he would be at once compelled, with- 
out opportunity for due consideration of the facts elicited, to 
decide whether they amount to an infringement of the complex 
law of bankruptcy, and consequently whether or not he ought 
to oppose the bankrupt upon his certificate. 

Unquestionably this is not the intention of the promoters of 
the Bill, but would be, I believe, the natural effect of the clause 
in gnestion as it now stands. Should it become law in its 
present form, I think it would prove to be, and very likely it 
would come to be nicknamed, “ the fraudulent bankrupt’s in- 
demnity clause.” 

Tt has been suggested to me that no difficulty would arise, 
because the Court, if not in virtue of its general powers, at all 
events by an express proviso to be added to the clause, might 
adjourn the question of certificate, upon the conclusion of the ex- 
amination, upon due cause being then shown; but what I contend 
is, that to leave the course of procedure at the meeting vague 
and uncertain beforehand, is open to very grave and serious 
objection; that it is calculated to deter creditors from attend- 
ing, and would be very favourable to the bankrupt’s chance of 
escaping opposition upon his certificate altogether. I venture 
tosubmit that the existing practice in this respect is good, 
affording to those whose duty it is to examine into the bank- 
rupt's deserts no more than a fair opportunity of doing so, 
which ought not, therefore, to be diminished. In these days of 
widely spread, but involved and closely concealed fraud, it is 
surély not too much to require a bankrupt to appear three 
separate times before the Court, especially as on his first ap- 
pearance the practice is to examine him very cursorily, or more 
commonly not at all, and no change in this respect is likely to 
arise. “The‘expense of one meeting, which is far less than is 
generally supposed by mercantile men, ought not, we think, to 
be deemed a matter of moment where there is anything like 
a probability of the altered practice lessening the existing 
checks upon commercial delinquency. 

Sir, I must apologise for so large an intrusion upon your 
space, but I hope the importance of the subject will be deemed 
a sufficient excuse, especially at a time when both the bank- 
ruptey bills now before Parliament are about to be referred to 
a select committee. 

Before closing, however, may I add how much I should like 
to see & more extensive correspondence in your columns from 
professional men, upon the important changes in the law which 
every succeeding session now brings before Parliament. Although 
the rough work of reform (so to speak), both social and legal, 
seems to be nearly done, an ample field for exertion still re- 
mains in the d ment of law, the facile and certain adminis- 
tration of which is scarcely of less importance to a highly- 
civilised nation like ours, than it is to have wise and just laws 
tobe administered, And I fear that we, the solicitors, are not, 
either ‘as a body or as individuals, as fully alive to our own true 
interests in this matter, which are i rable from those of the 
nation at large, as we ought to be, or we should not see in the 
existing race for law reform practical experience 60 far dis- 
vanced aud left behind by theory as it is at present,—I am, Sir, 
your obedient servant Wiidam 8, Aven, 

. Maroh 81, 1609, 


7 =~) 





Zo the Editor of Tus Soxscrrors’ Journal & WErxpy 
REPORTER. 

Sm,—Lord John Russell’s Bankruptey Bill proposes, it ap- 
pears, to confer on any £50 creditor of a deceased trader, who 
is supposed to have died insolvent, the power of causing thé 
estate of the latter to be administered in the Court of Bank. 
ruptey, without any adequate safeguard against the power being 
exercised in respect of solvent estates; and provisions are con- 
tained in the Bill authorising the Bankruptcy Court to deal 
with the surplus of those estates which prove: to be solvent, in 
the same manner, and with the same powers, as ‘the High Court 
of Chancery. 

This latter jurisdiction will be a great novelty, and it would 
be amusing. if not so mischievous in its probable results; to 
imagine every district commissioner of a 
exercising the powers of the Court of C in determining 
the rights of heirs-at-law, devisees, next of kin, legatees, trus: 
tees, and celles que trust under administration wills. 

Whether the administration of insolvent estates should be 
transferred to the Court of Bankruptcy, is an experiment upon 
which opinions may differ; but to give any single creditor the 
option of taking the administration to that Court, ori be 


and keeping the proceedings there, is surely going 
is necessary. 

No proceeding can be more expeditious, effective, or econo- 
mical, than the present mode of obtaining an administration 
order by summons at chambers in the Court of Chancery. No 
reform is needed on that head; and it would surely answer 
every purpose if, after such an administration was commenced, 
the majority of the creditors should have the power of causing 
the further administration and realisation of the estate if it 
should prove to be insolvent, to be transferred to the Bank~ 
ruptey Court for the district in which the principal creditors 
may reside or the property be situated, 

There are many objections of detail to the clauses in ‘the Bill 
which profess to work out this new system, but as it is ‘to be 
hoped that the Legislature will not sanction the ‘principle of 
such a wholesale cesser of original jurisdiction by the Court 
of Chancery to the Bankruptcy Court, I trust it will not’ be- 
come necessary to discuss them—I am, Sir, your i 
A Sonicrror. 


: . eos 


servant, 
March 29, 1859. 


To the Editor of Tue Souicrrors’ JouRNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 

Sir,—I am very glad you have published Mr. Lawrance's 
admirable, and, in “my opinion, unanswerable reasons” for 
retaining the services of official assignees in all cases of bank- 
ruptcy. I believe that no greater injury could be inflicted upon 
the mercantile classes as regards the realisation of thé’assete’of 
debtors, and their subsequent distribution, than would “inevit- 
ably follow upon the abolition of the office of official assignee. 
So strongly do I feel this, that I would rather retain the present 
system with all its defects, than adopt any ‘other’which. opened 
so wide a field for fraud and peculation as the old system under 
which the creditors’ assignees had virtually the ‘uncontrolled 
disposition of the bankrupts’ assets. 

What the results of that modus operandi were everybody 
knows by reputation, if not by experience, and can we flatter 
ourselves that commercial integrity has made such advances 
during the full twenty-five years that similar effects would not 
follow from similar causes? 1 do not hesitate ‘to say, that with 
the experience of past times staring them in the face, and with 
the ordinary knowledge of human nature which every man 
possesses, it would be unjustifiable in the legislature to pass an 
Act, expressly presenting the same temptations to’ dishonesty, 
carelessness, and waste, as existed previously to 1831. 


No doubt, having regard to our own protenanal interests, 
we ought to desire @ recurrence to the old plan, under which 
the whole management of the estate necessarily devolved upon 
the solicitor; for how can a mercantile man who has his own 
affairs to attend to, give up the time requisite for writing letters 
for payment of debts, investigating accounts, examining the 
paubrepe and his books, conducting negotiations, and attendin 
to many other details which now devolve ypon the offici 
assignee, but would then form part of the business of the 
solicitor, 

The interests of the public, howeyer, which those of the 
profession onght always to subserye, demand the continuance 
of 4 hody of officials, who, with few exceptions, have given vit 
groat satisfaction to all who haye had business 
them-T am, Sir, your. obedient servant,  H, J, PRRAgON, 

10, Avstin Friars, Maroh 24, 1858, 
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IMPRISONMENT BY COUNTY COURT JUDGES. 

To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ Journan & WEEKLY 
ORTER. 

$rr,—In your last number you favoured your readers with a 
copy of letter from H. Stapylton, Esq., judge of the county 
courts in Circuit 2, addressed to the Attorney-General, in which 
the learned judge suggests a modification of the powers of com- 
mitment of debtors, now possessed by him and his learned 
colleagues. Mr. Stapylton’s suggestion is, that in cases not 
exceeding 40s, the period of imprisonment shall be restricted to 
seven days; in cases exceeding that amount, to forty days; the 
debtor, in the first class of cases, to be exempt from future 
imprisonment; and in the second class, not to be liable to more 
than two imprisonments. 

The learned judge asserts that he is fully convinced “ that a 
limited power of commitment is necessary for the effectual 
working of the County Court Acts, and that a short imprison- 
ment is neither harsh, cruel, nor unjust;” and he bases his con- 
viction on the fact that “there are an immense number of 
workmen without furniture, or any other property, earning 

wages, who will not pay their debts, except from the fear 
of imprisonment ;” and he goes on to say that “it is only from 
fear of imprisonment that a great part of the defendants will 
pay the debt and costs by instalments.” 

Now, the learned judge’s opinion being as above stated, I am 
quite at a loss to know why he should recommend the Attorney- 
General to cut down the power of imprisonment in the manner 
abovementioned. I have no hesitation in saying that the fear 
of an imprisonment for seven days would not be with the 
majority of obstinate debtors any inducement to them to pay 
their debts; on the contrary, if out of work at the time, or if 
determined to spite the plaintiff, they would prefer in the one 
case, and would not have any objection in the other, to go to 
prison, knowing full well that the plaintiff could not send them 
again. That is how the learned judge's suggestion, with refer- 
ence to 40s. cases, would, I fear, operate. 

The learned judge’s proposal with reference to cases above 
40s. is not so open to objection, as twenty-eight days’ incarcera- 
tion would, perhaps, be as much dreaded by the ordinary run 
of debtors as the present more extended period. Cases have 
occurred in this district where defendants have been committed 
several times for the full period, their chief motive in not paying 
being to spite the plaintiff, and exhibit their determination. In 
other cases, the discretionary power given to the judge is, I 
imagine, a sufficient guarantee,that the power of commitment 
will not be oppressively exercised; but if, unfortunately, any of 
the judges do not exercise a sound and merciful discretion, by 
all means curb their power without any delay. 

With reference to the last clause of the learned judge’s letter, 
recommending the repeal of the 48th sect. of 19 & 20 Vict. 
¢. 108, which empowers the judge to commit a defendant residing 
out of his district, I would respectfully urge that the section is 
of the greatest use in reaching a peregrinating class of debtors, 
who would otherwise bid defiance to their creditors. The 
hardships alluded to by Mr. Stapylton could, no doubt, be ob- 
viated by a letter from the defendant, whose neglect to write 
one or to take any notice of the judgment summons is, I fancy, 
generally caused by an idea, happily a false one, that the plain- 
tiff cannot reach him except by putting himself to the expense 
of sending an officer after him, he not being aware of the 
system of communication between the several courts. 

In these days of morbid sympathy for debtors and criminals, 
it behoves us to be very careful not to alter the laws to the 
benefit of rogues and the injury of their victims.—Your obe- 
dient servant, D 

—$—$—$—$—=<<$———————— 


The Provinces. 


BrrmineHam.—At the quarter sessions, on Monday last, the 
Recorder made the following observations to the grand jury on 
the present inadequate scale of remuneration for witnesses :— 
“Tn February, 1858, an order was made by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, abrogating, by one stroke of 
the pen, the established scale of payment to witnesses, con- 
stables, and others, whose attendance is required at criminal 
trials, On what evidence (any or none) this innovation was 
made, I know not, but it is difficult to imagine a measure so 
thoroughly ill-judged, It cuts down the remuneration to a 
point which leaves tho witness a loser, even as regards expenses, 
out of pocket (to say nothing of loss of time) whenever he 
travels to u distance from his liome, in order to give his testi- 
mony against a prisoner; insomuch that it is becoming a com- 
mon practice for injured parties to restrain their natural desire 





| to punish the wrong-doer, from whose dishon 


have 
suffered, they not being able to bear the additional burden of 
loss imposed on thei in prosecuting the malefactor. Gentle- 
men, it is not difficult to imagine the effect that must have been 
produced - by this grave error on all who would otherwise come 
forward as prosecutors. But its bearing on constables and other 
inferior members of the police is even more to be lamented. 
Fortunately, it does not happen to any person out of that body 
to be frequently called upon either to prosecute or to give evidence 
on a criminal trial. Not so as regards the officers of police. 
These men are summoned often to distant parts of the country 
to give evidence against prisoners, sometimes for the purpose of 
identifying them with criminals who have previously been con- 
victed, and sometimes with reference to the facts of the parti- 
cular case then before the Court. I have in my possession 
documents abundantly proving ihe great hardships which these 
public servants, humble in degree, but most important to the 
safety and comfort of the community, are undergoing from the 
working of this pernicious ordinance. I had prepared myself 
to prove to you, in detail, that its effect was to discourage, and 
in the end to destroy, the zeal of these men in their vocation; 
to punish those habits of close and patient observation and 
diligent inquiry which enable them to track and identify cri- 
minals; to set a fine, in short, upon all the qualities which 
distinguish a police officer above his fellows, and make him 
valuable to his employers and the public. But I have learnt 
within the last few days that a Royal Commission is sitting, 
charged with the duty of investigating the results of the mea- 
sure upon which I have thus freely commented; and since I 
came here on Saturday last I have learnt, and have been very 
glad to learn, that the order of February, 1858, will be abro- 
gated in its turn, and will give place to one less obnoxious to 
just animadversion. To the effect of the existing order I attri- 
bute no small portion of the apparent diminution of crime. 
Indeed, gentlemen, I am so thoroughly persuaded of the enor- 
mous evils produced by the new scale that, as it appears we 
must yet wait some considerable time for the construction of 
its successor, I venture to express my anxious desire, in which 
I think you will join me, that it should be immediately super- 
seded by the provisional re-establishment of the old scale, until 
that to be proposed by the Royal Commissioners can be brought 
into action.” [As an illustration of the evils consequent upon 
the present miserably inadequate scale of fees allowed to wit- 
nesses in criminal cases, we may here mention that Mr. T. 
Harding, solicitor, this morning received a letter from Mr. Ben- 
jamin Stable, the Governor of the County Gaol at Worcester, 
The lgtter had reference to the identification of a prisoner, now. 
in custody in Birmingham, with regard to a prior conviction at 
Worcester. Mr. Stable intimated that none of his officers 
would feel thankful at being summoned to Birmingham in such 
a matter, owing to the scale of expenses allowed not being suf- 
ficient to maintain them.—Daily Post.) 

Kineston.— The Assizes—The commission for the County 
of Surrey was opened here on Saturday. Baron Martin, in 
charging the grand jury, complimented the magistrates of the 
county upon the manner in which they had administered the 
law, and said, that their holdiug a quarter session before the 
assizes had had the effect of disposing of a great many trifling 
cases; and the charges contained in the present calendar were, 
consequently, such ag really ought to be tried by her Majesty's 
judges, and he contrasted this proceeding with that which was 
adopted in a neighbouring county (Kent), where, at the present 
assizes, owing to the magistrates not holding such session, there 
were upwards of a hundred prisoners for trial, and the great 
majority of the cases were of the most trivial description. 

NEWCASTLE- ON-TYNE.—Sir W. G. Armstrong has sent the 
following reply to the congratulatory address voted to him at 
the recent meeting of the Newcastle and -Gateshead Law 
Society, on the occasion of his receiving the honour of knight- 
hood. Mr. Armstrong was, till within the last ten or twelve 
years, 8 solicitor of this town. Afterwards he became one of 
the most extensive engineering manufacturers on the ‘Tyne:— 

&, Great George-street, Westminster, 
March 14, 1859, 

My Dear Stus,—-I cannot adequately express the gratification I have 
felt at receiving the address which has been sent to me, from my old com. 
rades in the Law Socicty of Neweastle and Gateshead. Although my par- 
suits are so ditferent now, that to lock back Upon the time when I belonged 
to that society is like looking back upen a previous state of existence, yet 
they can never obliterate the pleasant recollection I have of the intelii- 
gence, integrity, and urbanity, which distinguished my fends and com- 
panions in the legal profession, 

However mach | value any pudtic distinetion I may have gained, y 
the approval of old friends and personal associates goes more te my 
ings, and is prized more highly —I am, my dear Sirs, sincerely Yours, 

The Secretaries of the Law Socizty W.G@ 
of Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead. 
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Tynemoutu.—The Hong-kong Trial—The following letter 
has been, received from the Colonial Office in reply to the 
petition adopted by a public meeting at North Shields with 
regard to the recent. trial:—‘ Downing-street, 18th March, 
1859.—Sir,—I am directed by Secretary Sir E. B. Lytton, 
to acquaint you that he has received your letter, dated 2nd 
instant, and that he has laid before the Queen the petition 
which accompanied it from a meeting of the inhabitants of 
Tynemouth, on the subject of circumstances connected with 
the case of the Queen v. Tarrant, recently tried at Hong-kong. 
I am desired to state that the circumstances of this case are not 
yet fully before her Majesty’s Government, but that when these 
are received, they will take such steps in the matter as may 
appear to, be required.—I am, &c., Caryarvon,—Edward 
Potter, Esq., Mayor of Tynemouth.” 


——_—_—_~————_ 
Erelany, 


The Northern Whig states that Mr. William Carey Dobbs, 
MP. for Carrickfergus, will succeed the late Judge Martley in 
the Landed Estates Court. This appointment, it adds, will be 
received by professional men with great satisfaction. 


os 


Rebdiew. 


Le Barreau de Bordeaux. Par M. Henrt Cuavvor.* Paris: 
Durand. 





(Continued from page 373.) 

It is only when he unites his history with that of his country 
that the reputation of the orator descends to posterity. Sir 
Thomas More is better known as the victim of Henry VIIL, 
and the friend and correspondent of Erasmus, than as the 
successful advocate and impartial judge. We know Vergniaud, 
Guadet, Gensonné, better as the leaders of the Girondists, than 
as the eloquent and successful advocates of Bordeaux. Of tliese 
three men, Vergniaud attained most distinction in the National 
Assembly as an orator; he was there called the eagle of the 
Gironde. M. Chauvot gives us a specimen of his early style, 
in which we see the exuberant luxuriance of his imagination 
burst forth in language which, in our time, would be called, at 
the least, extremely florid. He is defending a woman charged 
with infanticide. The case for the prosecution is invulnerable, 
and his only hope is by a passionate appeal to the tribunal to 
persuade it of the moral impossibility that the prisoner®who 
was the mother of the infant, could have herself committed so 
vile and monstrous a crime. Speaking in the person of his 
client, he opens thus:—“TI am accused of having blighted the 
spring-time of my ‘days, of having yielded to the desire of 
becoming a mother before that desire was legalised by a sacred 
tie; and religion had purified it at the altar of Hymen. What 
do I say? Iam accused not merely of having lost all shiitie,’ 
outraged virtue, offended religion, I am not only an 4injiist' 
and cruel stepmother, I am a monster, the’ hérroy df” 
humanity! I am accused of having laid my parricidal Hands” 
on the fruit of my debauchery, of having given ‘it tndéan’’ 
places, which we scarcely dare to name, as a sepulchre, ‘whence’ 
it was subsequently torn by animals called by their votatity to” 
this sewer to seek their daily food:”’ In 1789, when‘‘he’ had’ 
attained the maturer age of thirty, Vergniaud pleaded: against’ | 
Sceur Sainte Columbe, who, after ‘having been a cloistered nun’ 
for forty 
the property of a deceased relative. He opened thus!:—* Consé: 
crated for more than forty years to the monastic «life; still 
attired in its sacred livery; which:equally. proclaims:both-hét’ 
renunciation ofall earthhy affeectiéns,and her, absolute devotion! 
to religion, by a «sudden: change: which. makes us lament pver< 
human imconstancy,:a' ‘sexagenaiian woman re-appears. in .the: 
world, not:te-retlaiin ‘her right to citizenship, but to wrest fron ; 
the hands''of ‘citizens a goodly inheritance. Like to thecehili!4 
dren. of Israel; who fled into the deserts of Sin and Horeb, laden 
with the treasures! of Hgypt, she also desires to bear into her 
sdlitnde the yain riches which attract the world she Yds lf, 
But the children of. Israel obeyed the commands of the, 
she, on the contrary, has no other God for her guide them on 
insensate ambition 2 Inet o 

Vergniaud is described by his biographer as a man’ who, fi’ 
the crowd would have attracted no attention; his face was.ex- 


acccutta ica hie. gxjpsloventy + nt the bar, his lofty 
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years, came from ‘her convent’ ‘to claim her shire iii" | 





was -erranecna 7 
pommel orem 


stature and massive ‘shoulders imparted an air ofmajesty: to his 
presences ‘There, he raised his. head on high, his black eyes 
shot fire from beneath his shaggy eyebrows; his lips seemed 
formed to pour forth a torrent of burning words; and the 
volume and sweetness of his voice, his calm and at first reserved 
gesture, added to the effect of his brilliant language. But. as 
an advocate he had a great fault, he was incorrigibly indolent, 
A procureur used to relate. that having one day two very im- 
portant matters for the young adyoeate, he entered his cabinet, 
and was proceeding to inform him of the facts, when Pile 
after yawning for a moment, opened his desk, and, sec 

he had some money still remaining, begged of the ’ worthy ba 
cureur to carry his papers elsewhere. 

The troubles which commenced in France in 1789, drew 
Vergniaud and many of his confrdres away from. the pursuit of 
their ordinary avocations to mingle in: the turbulent arena of 
politics. Their short, but brilliant career is known to every 
one.. Who.has not read with pity the story of ae generous, 
but mistaken men, who sacrificed their lives in the endeavour 
to maintain the Revolution ia the paths of justice and huma- 
nity? They saw, when it was too late, that the blind and angry 
multitude had become their masters, and found, that. in stimu- 
lating the passions of the people, they had raised a devil which 
all their eloquence was powerless to quell. 

The bar, which, during the Revolution had fallen into a state 
of dissolution, was not ised until the year 1810, when’a 
decree was made to that effect. This decree was not satis- 
factory to the members of the bar, but it was not to be  ex- 
pected that an order of men who had never cordially accepted 
the empire, who had all along seen through the vain and selfish 
ambition of the man who ruled the destinies of France, and 
who, moreover, foresaw the ruin which his insensate pride and 
rapacity were entailing upon their country, it was not to be 
expected, we say, that these men should obtain any great 
favour from the imperial generosity. Accordingly, Napoleon 
always disliked the bar; he called the advocates ideologues, 
and affected to treat them with contempt; we have no’ doubt 
that it would have been his desire to deal, with them as Peter 
the Great said he would deal with the only lawyer he ‘had in 
his dominions. During the empire, three celebrities of the 
bar were, Lainé, Ferrére, and Ravez. M. Chauvot gives us 
some interesting extracts from their speeches, but we have not 
space to insert them. Some of the cases are extremely curious, 
and are worthy of a place in the next edition of the “ Causes 
Célebres.” 

M. Chauvot, although he only professes to give us the his- 
tory of the Bordeaux Bar down to 1815, brings us down to 
1830 by his account of Martignac and Peyronnet, two names 
celebrated in the: last years of the Bourbon rule. Martignac, 
as minister of justice, pointed out to the monarch the abyss 
yawning at his feet; but it was in vain: the king was resolved, 
and the minister had no course left but resignation. He was 
succeeded by another advocate of Bordeaux, M. Peyronnet, who, 
though opposed to the fatal ordinances, suffered himself to be 

asled into signing them. It is said that the Duc d’Angou- 

émb ‘charged: him with fear, and that Peyronnet, turning to 
the: king, saideYiou wish for my head, sire,” and signed his 
namieJ, Pheiariecdotepif true, is characteristic. We all know 
the requit+the: days:of uy, the flight of the Royal family, the 
accbssion of: Louis: Bhilippe.s:' Weiliave all read of that event- 
ful trial, where:¢he.:ministets were jac¢oused of lase-nation, and 
no (infuriated: populace «strrdonded: thiel:@ourt, thirsting for 
the! blondvofi thusexwhons they deemed vtheirbitterest enemies. 
‘ortunatel)- for: France; she ‘was: spared the: crime: 96-itbruing 
er hands with the blood of men who, though theyammaphaxe., 
been misguided, were certainly net guilty of treason. 

In taking leave of M, rdially recommend 
is book rar who Wt rvs HDi Sreomtebe some of the most 
rilliant for sid one of France in ae rm. times, re 4 

don forind’t Ge tO" 
wf “adequate” ‘thi tenet? tt “otal 
nas Beenie “th Féatiey by vs a a 
ish ‘th’ ¢otttrast ‘thid’ st Vid" afd” 
vocalt with ‘thosé' of ‘his ‘Buel sea 

ote trnstworthy ar atiiusiog soured “than ‘the oe 

ve! been al . 

é ore, cay ) sia iva Foes 
lud Jou woan | @ 

Tate Wiasansgvon Munper. + ‘Dhe grand, (juny; Séqnde ai: 
true bill, on the: 15th inst., against) Mr. Sicklesfor miurdety; 
"They had a long discussion in:the jary-room as what-ought too 
be done with Mr, Butterworth, What course they: will pursue: 
js not knowa, Twoof. them are. known obo: in fayour.ol:.: 
jndicting bin as-partioeps eylmainiay: 1), hous oi wot sowosny mous 


iat ahers 
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| Societies: and 3 Enstitutions, 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 
oo Westar meeting of this society will be held at their rooms, 
iy 


‘next, at eight o'clock, to receive a report from the 

committee, to ‘whom was referred th he consideration of the Lord 
Palins Debtor and Creditor Bill and Lord John Riissell’s 
Bankruptcy ng Insolvency Bill. Bill. 


J URIDICAL Si SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society, which took place on Friday even- 
ing, was devoted to the of a paper by Mr. J. 
Williams, “ Upon the Division of Labour in the Judicial Admi- 
mig or Pas oa vr one ‘Was Warmly in favour of 

vi ju au! fa view of obtaining greater 
skillb\in Pagano gol Division of labour was, he considered, 
’ 8 Where the labour 
ed was the most perfect, 


was the case in 







' the administration of justice. 

Suth’an ent § ott otily give a high character to 
the tribunals of the «& > but would also be of material 
to the suitors. ile, however, he would divide the 


hie would establish, as & corrective of any 
might arise from 1 acting separately, a 
1 ae Cour of eS eae the Court of Dele- 
selected” from the subordinate 
inthale ithe paper aide with a dissertation upon the 
fusion of law and equity, and upon the provisions of the Landed 
Estates Bill at present pending in Parliament. An animated 
discussion among the members a followed the reading of 
the paper, and the meeting se 
An announcement was made d the evening to the effect, 
namely, that the Lord Chancellor had consented to become ‘the 
President of the society for the current year. 


_ 


LONDON MECHANICS’ INSTITUTION. 

On Monday afternoon a public meeting was held in the 
large room at Willis’s, for the purpose of promoting a subscrip- 
tion which had been commenced with & view of enabling Lord 
Brougham and = Joshua Walker, the trustees of the institu- 

n, to purchase the premises which iit ‘Occupies in Southampton- 
, and thus release ‘his Lordship and his oo: leases from 
a liability, and place the jastitution on « firm and durable 


The Earl of Carlisle took the chair. A report was read 
setting forth the great educational value of the institution, and 
the heavy expenses which 'ysed all its efforts. The chair- 
man, in opening the p 8, sid :—The institution was the 
first of the kind ever established, and may be considered as the 
parent of more than 600 that ‘have sitive sprung up. This 
institution had for thirty-five years, to a great extent, accom- 
plished the object of its founders’ by affording instruction in 
various b of science, art, and literature, to more ‘than 
700 students annually, while at the present time about 1100 
still attended weekly at the different classes. ‘The lease under 
which the premises were held ‘was of a long duration, and it 
empowered the institution to purchase the reversionary interest 
of its landlord, and so reduce the annual payment toa small 
ground-rent, for the sum ‘of £3500—£1700 of which had 
already been subscribéd. For the lapse of many years the 
number of the original trustees had been reduced to two, Lord 

dud Mr. Walker. Lord ‘Brougham, though not the 
original founder Of mechanics’ institutions, had been the very 
first to assist: the efforts of the late Dr. Birkbeck, who, it was 
now admitted, had originated the idea. Lord Brougham had 
attained an illustrious position in science and letters, and had 

the highest judicial functions of the state, and it 
was not fitting that he should now become liable for expenses 
in consequence of his having led the way to those improve- 
ments and institutions which had proved so eminently advan- 
tageous to the cause of popular adiaation and social progress, 
and of which the full benefits were qut of the reach of any 
uman being to estimate or calculate. 

Several resolutions were passed, having for their abject the 
vromotion of ‘fhebiee subscription for the relief of the present 


be from . 
The proceedings then ” terminated with the usual yote o 
jyntk sto the noble aij 


Fisumonauns' Commathict pee the trae 
inner of this corporation was given fun fa We bab 


company, Thomas Boddington, Esq.. Prime Warden, jn’ the 
chair. Nearly 200 gentlemen sat down to the banquet. The 
cloth having been drawn, the customary Joyal toasts were 
drunk, In reply to that of “the Bar,” Vice-Chancellor 
dersley and Mr. Serjeant "Murphy both spoke—the fotiner 
referring as an evidence of the progress which had been’ made 
in’Chancery reform,’ to ‘thé fact that there were now not only 
no arrears of business, but that even sometiivies there ‘werd’ no 
cases before the ‘Courts’ of the Vite-Chancéllors, ‘wiiile” the 
latter learned gentlemen made a ‘brief “but ‘most hamorous 
and ‘brilliant speech ‘in praise’ of’ the ‘various aiunicipal com- 
panies. 


> 


Law Shypents’ Journal. 


Trinity TERM, 1859. 

Prospectus of the Lectures to be delivered during the ensuing 
Educational term, by the seyeral ‘Readers appointed by the Inns 
of Court 
Constirurionat Law anp Lecan History. 


The Public Lectures on Constitutional ‘Law and Lega 
History will comprise the following period :— 

The Reader will trace the Rise and Progress of our Constitution from 
the Reign of Richard II. to the Aceession of the House of Beunawiaha 

In his Private Classes thé Reader will continue the al 
he is engaged in, and which has reached the year 1683, till 
Revolution; and will then enter upon a new series, 
with the Reign of Henry TI. 

The Books to which the Reader will refer are — 


Blackstone's Commentaries, i Kerr, Hallam’s Constitutions} | 

Appendices to Hume’s History ; Hayes’s History of Conve: 

History of the Period’; State Trials (during the period); 

- Uses and Trusts, in his edition of Coke upon Littleton ; Minar’ ‘5 
of the Constitution ; Statute Book (of the period) ; Fortescue ¢ 

Clarendon’s Life and’ History ; May's History ; Professor Creasy’s | 

the Constitution ; Parliamentary History of the Period ; Ralph's 

Equity. 

The Reader of Equity proposes to deliver, during the ensuing 
Educational Term, a Course of Ten Lectures on the following 
subjects :— 

1, The Jurisdiction of Equity in Matters of Account and Set-off. 

2. On Partnership. 

3. On Relief in cases of Mistake and Accident. 
4. On Frands. 

The Reader will continue with his Senior and Junior Classes 
the general courses of Equity already commenced. He will 
also continue in both Classes to explain ‘the leading rifles’ ‘of 
Pleading in Equity from the work of Lord Redesdale. 


Tue Law or Rea PROPERTY. 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to deliver, 
in the ensuing Educational Term, a Course’ of “Ten 
Lectures on the following ‘subjects :— ; 

1. The Law of Fixtures. 

2. Powers and Trusts for Sale. 
8. Conditions of Sale. 

4. The Law of Life. Assurance. 

In ‘his Private Classes the Reader on the Law of Rea} Pro- 
perty will, where necessary, refer more particularly ‘to ‘the 
Cases cited in the Public Lectures, and ‘he ‘will’ pursue “his 
Course of Real Property Law, using the Work of Mr. Joshua 
Williams as a Text-Book. 


JURISPRUDENCE AND THE Crvit Law. 


The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law 

in the course of the ensuing Educational Term, to deliver Ten 
Public Lectures on the following subjects:— 

ae International Law, so far as its Principles depend ‘tn those of Roman 









2. The Early History of Written Law. 

3. The Early History of Equit 

4. The Early History of Civil Tene. 

5. Principles of Classification in Jurisprudence. 

With his Private Class the Reader will begin by discussing 
the subject of Roman Testamentary Law. He will then con- 
sider several bn ipheaane of the more modern Civil Law, using 
as his Text-book the work of Mackeldey, galled Systema Juris 
Romani hodie Usitati. On certain days he will read ‘selédted 
Titles of the Digest, 

Common Law, 


Tho Reader on Common Con tw Yate Lian to eer during the 





easuing Edycational Tom ¢ en tim 
Prior ‘to ‘the Rasder will Lestame on m the Fa 
Torta oa Aotions ex of ordinary coowrrenes, 
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After the Recess, the Lectures will embrace the following 
subjects connected with Criminal Law. . 
ee 


Lecture IT 

Lecture I1L.—Specific Offences: 1. Against the Person; 2. Against Pro- 
perty. 

With his Private Class the Reader will lecture on the Law of 
Torts, and the nature of actions appropriate for the redress of 
wrongs, citing and analysing cases in elucidation of his subject. 
He will subsequently lecture on Criminal Law, treating it ac- 
cording to the plan above indicated. The Text-books for refer- 
ence will be Smith’s “ Leading Cases,” Archbold’s “ Criminal 


Pleading,” and Stephen's “ Seanaeion® 





Court Papers. 
Court of Chancery. 
SITTINGS.—Easter Term, 1859. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 


At Westminster. 
Friday, April 15. . App. Mtns.& Apps. 
At Lincoln’s Inn. 
16..Petns. & Appeals. 
18 . 


1 
- Appeals. 


21 
27..App. Mtns. & Apps. 
28 
Appeals. 
3 
4..App. Mtns. & Apps. 
5 


6 
7 > Appeals. 
9 
y 10. 
Wednesday 11..Petns. & Appeals. 
Thursday 12..App. Mtns.& Apps. 
Norice.—Such days as his Lordship 
is hearing Appeals in the Sounat 
Lords are excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At Westminster. 
Friday ,April 15. . Motions. 


Chancery Lane. 
16..Gen. Petition Day. 
18 


19 
20 General Paper. 


left with the Secretary, on 
or before the Thursday preceding 
the Saturday on which it is in- 
tended they should be heard. 


THE LORDS JUSTICES. 
Friday,April 15. . Appeal Motions. 
At Lincoln's Inn. 
in Lunacy, 


Petns. 
16 App. Mtns., Appeal | F 
a ” 


& Appeals. 


18 
19 
af Appeals. 
21 
y 27..App, Mtns. & Apps. 
23..A 


Petns. in Lan. & 
29¢ Bkticy.,App.Petns., 
and Appeals. 


ednesda: 
Thursday 
Briday 


Monday’ May 2 : 
Monday, 73} apps 





Wednesday 
Thursday 


4..App. Mtns. & Apps. 
5... Appeals. 
Petns. in Lun. & 
Friday 6 { Bktcy.,App.Petns., 
and Appeals, 


Saturday 

Monday 

Tuesday  10( APPeals. 

Wednesday 11 

12.. App. Mtns. & Apps. 

Norice.— The days (if any) on 
which the Lorps Justices shall 
be engaged in the full Court, or at 
the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted. 


V. C. Sin R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
At Westminster. 
Friday, April 15. . Motions. 
At Lincoln's Inn. 
Ptns., Sht. Causes, 
Saturday Sht.Cls.,Adj.Sums. 
& Gen. Pap. 
Monday 18 
Tuesday 19 > General Paper. 
Wednesday 20 
1 Unopposed Ptns. & 
= 7s General Paper. 
Wednesday 27..Mtns.&Gen.Paper. 
Thursday  28..General Paper. 
Friday 29.. Petitions. 
Sht. Causes, Sht. 
Saturday Cis., Adj. Sumns., 
& Gen. Paper. 


General Paper. 


4..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
5..General Paper. 


Toney May 3} 


Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 


Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 


‘aper. 
Thursday 12..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 


V.C. Six JOHN STUART. 
At Westminster. 
Friday, April 15, Motions. 
At Lincoln's Inn. 


Petns. ,Sht.Causes, 

16 2 Sht. Clms., & Gen. 
Paper. 

18 


19 
29 ¢ General Paper. 


m{ 
Cls. & Gen. Paper. 
Teeeing Y, May 2 3} General Paper. 
Wednesday 4..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
Thursday be ag Paper. 
Friday . Ptns., & Gen. Pap. 
Sht. "Causes Sht. 
Betartay r/8t 6 & Gon. Pap. 
7 General Paper. 


12, . Motions, 





V. C. Sm W. PAGE WOOD. Ptns., Sht. Causes; 
i Seturtay 30 {Gare Gen. Pa, 

beer A May 3} General Paper. 
4..Mtns. & Gen, Pap, 
3 General Paper. 


Ptns., Sht. Ca 
7{ Gee Gen. Paper 


At Westminster. 
Friday, April 15. . Motions. 


“9 

esday 10 | ener Paper 
Wednesday 11 
Thursday 12,.Motions, 


21 
27..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 


39 |: General Paper. 





Queen's Bench. 
EASTER TERM, 1859. 


CROWN PAPER. 
Charles Frederick Lees, Plaintiff in Error, v. The Queen, 
Defendant in Error. 
The Queen v. James L. Jeffery & 


Another. 
The Queen, on the Prosecution of the Poor Law Board, v. 
fe Ag armen am on lana the Parish 


St. Helena. 
Wilts. 
Middlesex. 
Monmouthshire. 
Essex. 

Brighton. 
Staffordshire. 
Wilts. 

Somerset. 


Gloucestershire. 
Kent. 


enry Clerk, Apeaeat 
The Queen v. iz me laneeeenty of the Parish of Heelingly. 
The Queen v. Howell. 
The Queen v. Hens Edwards Freeman’& Another. 
view Westover, Appellant, Charles Perkins, Respon- 
lent. 


George Lee, Appellant, Henry Strain, 

—-> ‘Denn, Appellant, Charles Robe: manart Beheers Buse: 
Benjamin hea Appellant, Charles Robert Badger, Re- 
The aa. + sem sad Appellants, Richard Vaisey Court, 


William jo tl Appellant; Joshua Horton and Ano- 
ther, Respondent. 

George Lee, Appellant; William Boulton, Respondent. 

William M‘Kie, Appellant; Henry Andrews, Respondent. 

John Martin, ‘Appellant ; Henry Pridgeon, Respondent. 

Thomas R. Parkinson, Arpellant; The Mayor, &c., of 


Blackburn, Respondents. 

Charles bg aa sar vsr ty The Churchwardens, &c., of 
Tunbridge, Respondents. 

The Queen v. The Inhabitants of Skircoat. 

Staffordshire. George Hardy, Appellant; Daniel S. Bergen, Respondent. 

Newport. George Appellant; John ‘Genie 

Staffordshire The Queen on the prosecution of West Bromwich Im- 
provement Roma oben Respondents; The Great 
Western Railway Gunner; and Edward Maude and 
Edwin Bullock, Appellants. 

Kent. rand {otners Appellants ; George Cobb 

Ledger, dent 

W. R. Yorkshire. Benjamin Burnley, ‘Appellant ; The Overseers of the Poor 

of Methley, Respondents. 

Thomas Harris, Appellant; John Richards, Respondent. 


Kent. 
Kidderminster. 
Staffordshire. 
Gloucester. 
Bucks. 

Devon. 
Blackburn. 
Kent. 


W. R. Yorkshire. 


Somerset. 


Crchequer of Pleas. 
SITTINGS iN BANCO.—Easter Term, oe 
y; ” wevagabosete 
Wednesday, 5, 20 eee veevseeee Special Paper 


rs. 
Motions. 


eee Criminal "Appeals. 
.-. Special Paper. 
Bicvvevovccsce ” ” 
PEREMPTORY PAPER. 
To be called on the first day of the Term after the Motions, and to be 
proceeded with the second day of the Term, if necessary, before the 
M 


Wednesday, ,, 


otions. 

In the matter of an arbitration between the Waveney Valley Railway 
Company and the Rev. Edward Adolphus Holmes and vg he (to set aside 
award), 

In the matter of an arbitration between the Wavene: vee’ | Valley Railway 
Company and Charles ys pe Esq. (to set aside award), 

Binet v. Picot (to set writ of summons for y). 


ERRORS AND APPEALS FROM THE COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
For JUDGMENT. 
M‘Manusv. The Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Com- 
pany (heard Dec. 1, 1858). 
For ARGUMENT. 
Cammell and Others v. Sewell and Others (part heard). 
Appeal. Williams ». —_ 
” Phillips v. Naylor. 
Error. Pennington an Othess v. Cardale and Another, 
Appeal. Hare and Another v. Brown and Another. 
Harrison and Another v, Taylor. 
‘The New Brunswick Canada Railway and Land Company 
“ Limited” v. Muggeridge. 


SPECIAL PAPER, 
For JeDGMENT, 


Dick v, Tolhaugen, 
Snodin v. Boyce, 


Appeal. 


Error. 


ae 
Error, 
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For ARGUMENT. 
Brewer v. Dimmack and Another (standing for arrange- 


ment). 
The London and North Western Railway Company ». 
The Great Western Railway (to stand over for arrange- 


ment). 
Hart v. The South Wales Railway Company. 
v. Moore and 4 
ee and a Assignees, &c., v. Hall. 
mee. 
Heap and Oth Others v. Robinson. 


v. Jones, 
3 Railway and Canal Company v. Hill 


ghenh ted Teter Sanderson. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT. 


Zipey v. Hill. 
For ARGUMENT. 
Bovill v. Pimm and Another. 
Wyborn v. The Great Northern Railway testa 


Movep MIcHAELMAS TERM, 1858. 
Gibbs and Others v. The Mersey Docks and Harbour 


Sheldon v. The East Indian Railway Company. 
Goodwyn v. Cheveley. 
Hills v. The London ‘Gaslight Company. 


Movep Hiwary Term, 1859. 
The Times Fire Assurance Company v. Hawke. 
Cornish v. Abington. 
Godwin v. Culley. 
Edwards and Another v. Culley. 
Coward v. Baddeley. 


_ 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 


BIRTHS. 
ANDREWS—On Mar. 26, at Sudbury, Suffolk, the wife of G. W. Andrews 


ponidane * On Mae oe -road, Haverstock-hill, the wife of Charles 
Dorman, Esq., of & 
EVANS—On Mar. 30, at 48 Clifton-gardens, Maida-hill, the wife of Worth- 


’ er-lane, Stamford-hill, the wife of 
Esq., of a dai 
(OUSMAN—On Mar. 26, 26, at the alee: ea Bromsgrove, the wife of Mr. 


Edward Housman, of 
MARKBY—On Mar. 28, the wie of Henry Markby, Bag» of a daughter. 
MILLER—On Mar. 29, at 14 Isabel-place, Cam New-road, the wife 
ot Daniel James ier, of 24 Gannoo-sreet West, London, Solicitor, of 


Birkenhead, the wife of William 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
Arthur Whitehead, Solicitor, St. 


ALGFR—LLOYD—On Mar. 24, at St. Andrew’s, Holborn, byt the Rey. H. 
G. 8. Blunt, rector, Owen T. Alger, Esq., of Bedford-row, to Catherine, 
widow of the late Edward Lascelles Lloyd, Esq., of Upper Brook-street, 


—On Mar. 31, at Bishopton, by the Rev. William 
b Green, vicar of 

son of Ca 

y, fifth daughter of the 


Spain, by the 
of Trinity Church, assisted by the 
-ship Indus, Robert Farquhar Shaw Stewart, Esq., son 
Shaw Stewart, Bart., of Ardgowan, Renfrewshire, 
eldest daughter of the Hon. Charles W. Warner, Her 
y-General of Trinidad. 


DEATHS. 
30, at 1 een gntantarenae, Lames Frances, wife 


The r. 28, at his residence, mf te at hn TC Danby 
Logg pew te pier haw 
Tek inthe county 
» Burnie 


formerly of Bishop Auckland 
Mar. 31 %, at Rockwood Hi y, Lancashire, Mary, 

wife of Edward Dwy: Hag, of Lincoln, Barrister-at-Law. 
PEDDER—On Mar, 34 at Brighton, John Lewes Pedder, Knt., late 

Chief Justice of the Sw Court, SVan Diemsen's Law. 

SLAUGHTER—On Mar. , Frances, wife of Edward Seeenist, Bats of 15 
Mansfield-street, Cavendish-square, and second daughter of the late Sir 

Edward Mostyn, Bart. R-LP.. of Talecre, in the county of Flint. 
—On Mar. 26, in the 72nd year of his age, at his residence, Wing- 
field-house, near Bradford-on-Avon, J race Smith, Esq., Judge of 
Mar, 4 at hi redone, Peterborough ae Finchley 

+ a4, 
Pag RE gpg tee ag nel ener fo 

Mar. 26, at Margate, James Edward Wright, Esq, Solicitor, 





English Munds. 





EncuLisH Funps. Mon. | Tues. 





3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann... 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... 
New 24 per Cent. Ann. 


221 20 
“85 


lsl4sp 


984 
10s Pp 


India Loan Debentures.. 
India Scrip, Second Issue} 
India Bonds (£1,000) .. 
Do. (under £1000) 
—_ “german 2A Mar. 
eo Bills (400s: Mar. 
exh Bills canal ia 

Ditto 

Do. (Advertised) ‘an 

ito J 


ti une 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 34 





85s 39a1/ 358 33sp 
Y ¥ Y 


328 p 
338 p 








32s p 


























Sat. 





Birk. Lan. & Ch. June... 
ee and Exeter .... 


132 3 
563 & 
44 | 94g 
1 ‘4 

4 
iol 1 























London and Provincial Law 
———_—__—_— 


Estate Grchange Report. 


(For the week ending March %th, 1859.) 
Ar Tae Mart.—By Messrs. Nortox, Hoeoart, & Tarst. 
Leasehold Residences, Nos, 8 to 11, Hunter-street, Brunswick-square 
3 ee eee parc fey wd ore Sigs mye mee 
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Im roved Leasehold Groundsrents; £68 annum, arising from Nos. 
ys & 40, Marchmont-street, and Nos. #4 , & x * Tavistock- St. 
term, 47 from Christmas, 1858,—-Sold for £1 


years 

Leasehold am No. 19, Clifton-street, Finsbury-market, and Nos. 2 & 3, 
North-street ; let at £100 per annum.—Sold for £910. 

enclosure of Meadow Land at Roxeth, Harrow, 3r. 11p.—Sold for 


three enclosures of meadow land, Dabb's-hili, 
ett copra, | -field, Raxtoue Middlesex, 77a. Ir. 8p.—Sold for 


By Mr RICKARDS. 


deen eet Jan 10, Shaftesbury-eresent, Pimlido; let at £85 pe 
% trons Michsaicbes, 1841; ground-rent, 2i0— 


fd Hedence; No. 11, Shaftesbury-crescent; let at gu per annum; 
same term and eroensens as No. 10.—Sold for £450 


y Mr. Mason. 
Freehold Estate, Clanway ee Wolstanton, Staffordshire, about 85 acres 
arable, meadow, and pasture land, with farm- house and agricultural 
; let on lease at £170 per annum.—Sold for £3550, 
Leasehold Residence, No, 4, Regent-terrace, City-road; term, 27 years 
from, Lady-day next; ground-rent, £10: 10: 0 per annum.—Sold for 


By Mr. Depennam, 


Freehold Farm, situate at Aston, Leighford, Staffordshire, eomprising farm- 
house, outbuildings, &c., and 128a. .0r...5p.:0f arable, pasture, and 
meadow land ; let at £238 per annum.—Sold for £6660. 

Freehold Farm, Doxey, Leig com: dwelling-house, outbuildings, 
a“. 4 of pasture and meadow ; letat £173 per annum. 

lor 


Freehold, several Enclosures of arable, pasture, and meadow land, at 
Doxey, comprising 15a. Ir. L5p.; let at £39 per annum.-—~-Sold for £1000. 

Freehold, 9a. Or. l6p. of meadow land, known as “ Miller’s Cote,” Doxey ; 
let at £27 per annum.—Sold for £400. 

Leasehold Business Premises, 21, Newgate-market, comprising butcher’s 
shop and dwelling-house ; held ‘tor 40 years from December, 1854, at the 
yearly rents of 13s. and £4:3: 4 for redeemed land-tax; let on lease tor 
, term which expires at Midsummer, 1863, at £80 per annum.—Sold for 

1010. 
By Messrs. Bromtry & Son. 

Freehold Building Land, in the rear of the New Globe Tavern, Mile-end- 
road, 2a. 3r. 9p,—Sold for £2300. 

Leasehold , No. 8, south side of New-st., Westminster ; let at £28 
per annum ; term, 46 years from Midsummer next; ground-rent, £4:10:0 
per annum,—Sold for £280, 

Freehold Residences, Nos. 1 & 2, vey yon Stoke Newington-roatl ; let 

at £18 each per annum.—Sold for £250 each 
, No. 46, Spencer-st., Northampton-square ; let at £36 
per annum ;.term, 24 years Michaelmas last ; ground-rent, £7 per 
annum.—Sold for £240. 


By. Mr. BuLLock. 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 3, 4, %, & 6, River-terrace, yeas 
£99 per annum ; term, ¢ expires Michaelmas, 1873 ; Poo mes hy £25:4: 
per annum.—Sold for £460. 
Rc 
y- Brix- 
64 years from Christmas last ; ; ground-rent, £12 per annum ; 
‘per annum .—Sold for £525. 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 31 & 32, La same term and ground- 
Leasubsld Hipuses, Son, 5 &e 6, Hormoes-strect, Pentilivie j Salt 
‘ouses, Nos. rnges-s: - aed ; 10 
years frome Christmas last, at a ground-rent of £6 annum ; let at 
£A8 per ct | Dees for £1 ‘Cevinhis ier 


Eager 


ton 5 
let at 


rs & W. 
Sire 


a 








s aartby.. 
Ir. Ht of meadow land..-Sold f r 
gt By Mr. Maxwapvas, Magracws. 
ane, “Legley Motes, Hackney, with stab- 
eereeee OS Guecan; He eine tbe en antium.—Sold 


Freeholl Houses, Nop. 19, 20, & 21, Mare-street, and Large Plot of Ground 
in rear, let at £132 per annum.—Sold for £1600. 
a ee per annum.—Sold 


Pee ieee, No. 24, Mare-street, let at £40 per antium.—Sold for 


held Estate tate, Mare-atreet, comprising School Premises, with Pla 
feat, let on lense at 54 per annum.—Sold for £1040. augers 
2 Houses, London-lane, Hackney, let on lease at an annual rent 
.—Sold for £410. 


At GARRAWAY’s .—By Messrs. Davis & Vicors. 


Leasehold Houses and Shops, Nos..48 & 49, Tothill-street, Westminster ; 
let at £77 per annum’; held from the Dean and Chapter for 40 years 


a. Lady-day, 18465. ground-rent, £1: 10:0 per annum.—Sold for 


The British and Foreign Smelting Company's Works, Ora Ford-wharf, Old 
Ford, Middlesex, nearly half an acre, with the thereon ; ‘held 
by an agreement for a lease for 7 or 

rent of £100 per annum.-—Sold for 


——_ 
Lonvon Gazettes. 


Commissioners to administer Paths in Chancery. 
Fatway, April 1, 1859. 


Comme. hooince A Hewny, Gent., Kinga capi Hu 
Moas, Jscon Freptnic Youns, Gent., sik Somersetshire. 


es vom Cnetdetae ti 1857, at 


ToEwar, Mar. ae ‘iio. 


Pee Wright Be Bir- 


pont: Jaust Tenet, iat Manan 
Of Aas arene Sore 
CAVE, Wut1aMm, Builder, Betton’s-ter., 






b : April 13, at 13 and May.10, atJ@s) -st. Off. Ass, 
ca 3a King 28 alla Mas 5 epangmes 
an Braet dy 29) bo wx ; ap  Littledale 
Bardswell, Royal Bank- 


» Liv ° 
PEARSON, Joun, Grocer, yi 
at 12; and May 5, at 11.30; Ne 
Sols. "Huthwaite, Maryport ; or Cram 
Pet. Mar. 19. 
STENTON, Joseru, Corn Dealer, Thorpe 
Com. West: April 9 and May 7, at 10; 


- Max, 1 
Com Ellison: April 6, 
Off. Ass. Baker. 
alle eel 


-common, Eeclesfield, Yorkshite: 
ag Off. Ass. Brewin, 
Sols. Anderson, York; or Bond & Barwick, Pet. Mar. 25. 


¥pmar, April 1, 1859 
AISHEN, Winutax, Baker 
ceste 


Com. ‘Sanders: a: Ap 14 are 


: ch, Worcester ; or E, 
i age Pet. iar 0. 30. 
BARNES, WittiaM, dale “Mill, Cumberland. 
April 13, af 11.20) bait May 17a 133 Reweanie-ipi 
Baker. Sols. Steel, Waugh Bis ere 
Sorenanibeepen aad 


pon-Severn, Wor- 
* hs Birm 
Wrigh 


boo 





BARNETT, Bensamin L Shi 5 nse Sf for- 
merly in “copartnership with Wimi1am “HENRY WARD 
95 Gracechurch-st. Com. Goulburm: il, Car poked a Atel 
Off. Ass. Pennell. . West, 


12; Basinghall-st. 
Mar. 30. 

CAMP, James, Boot & Shoe Maker, om” 
and May 7, at 10; Sheffield. Of. Ase. Brewin 


Com. West: A i, 
. Sols. Gratton, 
field; or Unwin, Sheffield. Pet. Mar. 19. 
DRUCE, THOMAS, Butcher, 29 


burn: April 11; and May 16, gay bua. ig ee Michsioens 


Sols. W. J. Norton, Son, & New-st,, Danapeanee Pet. Mar. 31. 
FORD, Rosert, Grocer, 29 Domenie’ ra., Ne John’s-wood, re it Be 
Marylebone. Com. Goulburn: April 11, at 2; oot i} RY 
a Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Edwards, 1 
Pet. 


FOSTER, Mazmapuxe, Bill Broker, Bradford. Com: Ayrton Hi Apel 19, 19, 


and May 16, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. 
FRAMPTON. Oty Joa; eibebee, Poole. pt a it 1 
o— May 17, at 2; sae Macho 
14. and ae a 5, at te thane sea ra 
HAWKINS, Ricuarp, 
asad Maz 10, 06 11 Bi ‘rata, a le a i oe ee 
HAYWOOD, Twowss 
Tr Cnokls-ct ai so 16¢ Beadle a A Raat ta 
8-ct., 
Cattle Dealer. rCaatit. Cruerain 
REDGATE, Hensenrt, ” & Joun Rupeare; 
‘and May & it Al Nenagh ‘Of. Aa 


Jou, 
Bristol. . Ass, ‘Acramén. 
Bee Crutched-friars Rutt & Co, 
Com Neere fs PEER TE a 


Com. Holroyd : 
hall-st. iat Ass, 


or Parr, 
HASLAM. denareat Morr, Cotton Cason Dauber, 


MORGAN, 
Cuiton wih holas-st., B: Pet, Mar, 1 
mn. Cc) 
’ “face Man 





15 and May J3yatb | 

al Gam, sis: aes FAR ryt ‘ 

; +s, Comin Peiasvont Map las and May 14,at) st, Off. Ass. 
"Bol. pao eh 120 and May 14,2814 2 = 
BANKRUPTCY preeeneer, 

Toxspay, Mar. 29, 1859. é 

Avaas, ‘Taowas, fun. Licensed Victualler, Harbotne, 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Tusspay, Mar. 29, 1859, 
Bzxson, James, [roi ir, Derby,, April 19, at 11; Nottingham, 
Foams, apnea , Acouty Tf the ‘National spienal Debt gies, 3 & 2 
Basinghall Grave, si * 
Commission Agent, 67 Piccadilly, Manchester. April 


yt "Cotton ’. 
Janets, jams, Spinner, Summerseat, nédr Bury. April 


April 15, eile Bee 
12,et 12; 
Moorsovuse, 
18, at 12; 

Sraszx, E>wanD Rosany Jeweller, . Kirby-st., Hattor-garden. A 
19, at 11; Basinghall-st, aa 


Fawwax, April 1, 1859. 
Bau, W: & Joun Henny April l 
pe ILLEAM, SOAs RARER pril 15, 


Banaes, Iss, cxiia, Gronoh a LAL. EY April 





Sy Ee xa, er, ming _ ee in the name of Tuomas 
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Hicks, JAMES, ens og aa ‘May 4, at 12; Kingston-upon- 
. ARE ie a Of Brincts:st, Letees- 
ain 


. RARER 







a ah fee 
‘ CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, ‘unless Notice be given, and Cause’ shown on Day of Meeling. 
Turspay, Mar. 29, 1859, 
‘Baron, ‘hatte, eae, 89 Sloane-sq., Chiélsea. ‘April 21, at 11.80; Ba- 
BaRRETT, pat plage sear Keeper, Taunton. May3,at 11; Exeter. 
Hicxin, Groner, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. April 19, at 11; Bir- 
Gurr, WitLrat, Builder, bipemaery r-Mare. May 2, at 1; Bristol. 
Taiae, te of | -upon-Thames and Esher, now 
vot the Queens Bench Prison. ‘April 20, at12; Basinghall-st. 


Warts, WiiraM, Builder, Manchester. April 20, at 12; Manchester, 
Farmar, April, 1859. 
Couine, Jonny, Tiber 83 Colchester-ter., Angel-lane, Stratford, 


late of 13 Bnd. , May 3, at 1: Basinghall-st 
ret Sue Hees » Ditipers, Shiston upon . May 
at 
“Dimer Merchant, Kitigston-upon-frull. 
Renan > 
i Wassae fe & Chaich-lane, 


Kingston-upon- 11, at 12; gan Rigo opr 
Mrrron, Wiiiam, Au 2, at 11; eirtitigniin, 


To be DELIVERED, unless ArPEAL de duly entered. 
“. Toespay, Mar. 29, 1859. 
Bowxwe, Tomas Ricaanp, Commission Merchant, Back South-parate, 
Manchester. Mar. 23, 3rd class, after a suspension of 6 months. 
— ere Licensed’ Victualler, Water-lane, Blackfriars. Mar. 23, 3rd 


Hencarey, Richagp, Ironfounder, Hrerom 8B: Wri 
ue Gusten or Sucre, Timber: Pn La Tkeston (Blount, Smith & 


Co.) Mar. 23. 
Mrrcuetaoae, Gi nr 9 aes Haverstock- 
hill. Mar. 19, 2nd class, to be suspended for 6 months 
Parton, HENRY RANGER, Grocer » Trafalgac-rd., East Greenwich. Mar. 21, 
8rd class, to be suspended for 6 months. 
Joszrg Van, jun., Importer of Freneh Gores 4 Gloucester-ter., 
. Mar. 25, 3rd class, the samme having been suspentled for 2 


satnon, erchant, Rattlesden, * ee ae 22, 2nd class, 
a, Soo, Cs Deal, Metherington, Lincolns jive. Mar. 23, 2nd 


on, Samus, Draper, Nottinghamshife. Mar. 23, 3rd class. 
Fittpay, April 1, 1859. 


lapels, Witaait Saancicer, Cte Fags a Be efile 21" 
Ge Bais, 


subject to 


Draper, Bradford, Mar, 29, 
Seay, Wass, Hookeelen 1 June 23, eal 2 0 Wea sll, 
ment ae for — i omg 








Currcntey, Joun, Draper, Wolverhaniptor 5. ‘Priddtees, W. AN 
7 este,‘ Merchaath, ‘i a ewbridg Hae | 


Oras, Ba * Builder, Newton Abbot, Devonshire. Mar. 1. Trus: 


tees, A, Bearne, Merchant: w. Motes Yeoman, both of same 
Place. Sod. Flamant, Newton’ Ab! 

Hamnison, Cxanies Cums Fines, Builder, eR te.) Cee tte colmshire, 
May. 4,’ Trustees, J. Smith, Plumber, Boston ; B. Musgrave, Farmer, 

‘Creditors to execute on or before May. 3h. Sol. Bean, Boston. 

Perry, ees tat Boston. Mar. 19. rustee, W. Perry, 
Miller, Widdington-! Essex. Creditors to execute on or "pefore June 
19, Sot. Bean, Boston. 


FRwax, Aprit 1, 1859. 


Bevan, THomas,jun., Grocer, Brecon. Mar. 22. Zrustees, W. J. Edge- 
combe, Grocer, Worcester ;) E. Bretherton, Provision Merchant, Glou- 
adits Rovens Coummnnttal Teaveter, Gloucester. Soi. Bretherton, 


Toman, ‘Tuowas, Draper destailio. ae 18; il, anche * 
Bazan Ws Saw cae i eaten re, Risen ope Kean, tran 


Dowowe, WittraM Henry, Butehier, Ringwood, Southampton. Mar. 5. 
Trustees, H. F252 egg ae) Avon, Ay righ G. Ayles, Yeoman, 


sel, ee Mi eas 
Hticturer, “W 









, Wel- 


e Searveeglili” Wbi-': Trustee; B. Hie, 
Gent, Sear cate, somes bee ly 


Widens Whtcite, Eve- | 





Mayor, ge ae ag Merchant, Freckleton, Lancashire. es 2. 
tees, W. Humber, Cotton, Spinner, Preston ; J. an Po 


Preston. Sol. Parker, Preston. 
PeLHaM, GEORGE BROWN, Builder, Morning-lane, Mat. 19. 
Trustee, R. r, Uj , 23 & 24 Pavement, . Bol. 


Newman, 68 Cheapside. 
Sucox, StepHen Cuapman,, Builder, Trowbridge. Feb. 26. if 
Fe Saxty & I. Carpenter, Innkeepers, Trowbridge. Sol. Coltina, Trew 


SkowpEy, Josern, Grocer, Westwood-side, Lincdinshire, ‘Mut. 29. 
W. Reed, Grocer, Albion-house, Epworth, Lincolnshire. Sot. Daw- 
mn ‘ 


Epworth. 
VARcok, THomas, rpentes, St. Austell, Cornwall. . 263 
E. Norway, Merchan Wane” ‘Cornwall ; ‘P.' Widow, L 
Tyan. Sol. Symons, Wadebridge 


Crevitors under Estates tr Chancery. 
TvuEspay, Mar. 29, 1859. 


Last Day of Proof. a 
‘Dme, Fivta, Spinster, Great Yarmouth (who. died, Feb. ‘a58). Re 
Ling’s Estate, King v. Cory and another, V. C. Stuart. 20... 
MELtor, WiLL1AM, 4 Clarendon-cottages, Fairfield-rd., Bow (who dfed on 
or about Mar. 22, 1857). Sambrooke v. Mellor, V. ¢. Stuart. May 9. 
‘Pexvecr, Epwin, Farmer, St. Boswell’s, Roxburghshire (Gvho died om.or 
Pg ‘April 6, 1858). Perfect v. Wilson and Wife,.V. C:: Wood. April 30. 
Rev. SAMUEL Mage Denver, i (who died on.or.a@bout 
vApril 18, 1852). Smith and another v. Bell aiid others, V. C. Stusift. 
April 30. 


Witam, NicHoxas, Corn Miller, Baildon-mill, Otley, Yorkshire (who died 
on or about Aug. 4 1856). Walker and Wife wv. and others, 
V.C. Wood. April 14 

WHITTAKER, JOHN, Cotton Spinner, Hurst, . Ashton-under- on of 
Smedley (who died in or about the month of ‘han 
others v. Whittaker and others, V. C. Wood. 

Warrraxer, Rosert, Cotton, Spinner, Hurst, -Ashton- ander-Lyne. se 
died in or — 53 a of Nov., Feng D’Arey and others. 
taker and others, Woe. April 2 

Witiarp, Leowarp Kin Bab sure (who died 6n Or about Mir. 

12, 1856). Cole v. Willard, M. R. April 30. 


Fripay, April 1, 1859. 


Bapoer, Tuomas, Esq, 
or about the =a e ot Ap 





May 3. 
wean, Witt1am, Esq., Court Lees, Hern ae 
Jan. 8, 1858). , Furley and another v. ity Wood. 
May 5. 
, RicwaRD, Gardener, Boughton, Chester (w! 
Jan. 14, 1858). ‘Swift and others v. Parry and a 
May 14. gid + 


wists). "Was at unger: eer noth 
ag, 8, 1885. Tooth & others v. Newsom otlie 
OatE, Sir Cartes, Bart., 64 Eaton-sq. (moe en 8 sin “he 
v. Wade & others, V. C: Stuart. Ma 

Tuomas, Esq., Wi Wording (he aigd in or about Sept, 1 1851). 
Vining & others v. Knight, V.€. Stuart. May 7. 
Wooprarb, BEensAsin, Ministér;  New-rd., 
Stepney (who died in of about promaied "Wood — pnt Rood 

M.R: April 28; er 

TO8s; aed in or 






5 5 i ah 
emniabingecuy of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuEsDAY, Mar, 29, 1859. 
UNtrMiTeD, tx CHANCERY. 
Braxseckx Lire Aseae nce liens of aoe ‘al prove, their debts 
before V. C. Kinde at his Chambers, on 
MEXICAN AND SovuTH eebenuiat Company.—The Master of the Rolls 


ordered, on Mar. 16, that a Call of £4 per sharé be made on @il'the 
tributories, payable to Robert Palmer Harding, Official Manager, 


Srcurrry Murost Lire Assurance Socrety.—V. C, 
on Mar. 14, that a Call of £30 for every £1ybe maile on 


Dutories, payable to W. C. Wryghte, Oficial Manager, 4 Samibiook-ct.. 
Basinghall-st., 4 ; < ‘ 


TREVENA Mrntno Company.—The Master of the Rolls ordered, on Mar.15, 
that a Call of £2 per Share be made on all the 
to Robert Palmer Harding, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, on of before 
ANGLO-CALIFORNIAN GOLD MINING CoMPANY. —April 16 ; for winding up. 


LimiTeD, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
EUROPEAN AND AMERICAN Steam Sarrprve Company.—April 8,'at 12530; 


for winding up. 
Fray, Aprit 1, 1859. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Car Cynon Minna ComPany,—Feb. 22, for winding up. a 
Home Counties aND MernorotitaN FRreeHonp Lanp —V. C. 
Wood, April 14, at 2, at his Chambers, to settle the list of 
New Enoine Coat Minine CoMPany.—V. C. 13, at 12, at his 
Chambers, to appoint persons to represent the 


PARAGON AND Spero Coat Mintne Company.—V..C. 18, at 
“12, at his Chamibets, to appoint pérstns to Savant eo teallies: 


$3 
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Improved Leasehold Grounderents; £68 9:0 péP annum, arising from Nos. 
39 & 40, Marchmont-street, and Nos. 3 28, & 29, Tavistock- St. 
from Christm ag, 1858.—-Sold for £1 
Leasehold , Clifton-street, Fundeny-parketamt Nos. 2 & 3, 
North-street ; let at £100 per annum.—$old for £910 
wi as. of Meadow Land at Roxeth, Harrow, 3r. 11p.—Sold for 


aS, Copriid, thew 2 Harrow, re en Ta. m land Dab sl for 


By Mr, RICKARDS. J 
Leasehold Residence, No. 10, Shaftesb ary Fees ie OE 
Faryad term, 8: years from Mic! 1841; ground-rent, £1 


bury-crescent; let at. £55 per annum; 

same term and ground-rent as No. 10.—Sold for £450. 
By Mr. Mason. 

Freehold Estate, Clanway Farm, Wolstanton, Staffordshire, about 85 acres 

arable, meadow, and pasture Jand, with ‘farm- house and agricultural 
; let on lease at £170 per annum.—Sold for £3550. 

Leasehold Residence, No, 4, Regent-terrace, City-road; term, 27 years 

from, Lady-day next; ground- -rent, £10: 10: % per annum.—Sold for 


Leasehold Residence, No. 11, Shaftes 


By Mr. Depennan, 
Freehold Farm, situate at Aston, Leighford, Staffordshire comprising farm- 


houge, outbuildings, &¢., and 128a. .0r...5p.:of arable, pasture, and 
meadow land ; let at £238 per A ene —Sold for £6660. 
9 Fame Doxey, Leig dwelling-house, outb' 
19p. of et an ta ve nd ; thesia ner amma. 
a te 25320. 


Freehold, several Enclosures of arable, pasture, and meadow land, at 
Doxey, comprising 15a. Ir. 15p.; let at £39 per annum.--Sold for £1000. 

Freehold, 9a. Or. 16p. of meadow land, known as “ Miller’s Cote,” Doxey ; 
let at £27 per annum.—Sold for £400. 

Leasehold Business Premises, 21, Newgate-market, comprising butcher’s 
shop and dwelling-house ; held for 40 years from December, 1854, at the 
yearly rents of 13s. and £4 : 3: 4 for redeemed land-tax; let on lease for 
y* term which expires at Midsummer, 1863, at £80 per annum.—Sold for 

1010. 
By Messrs. Bromury & Son. 

Freekeld Building Land, in the rear of the New Globe Tavern, Mile-end- 
road, 2a. 3r. 9p,—Sold for £2300. 

Leasehold. + No. 8, south side of New-st., Westminster ; let at £28 

per annum ; term, 46. years 
per annum, —Sold for £286, 

Freehold Residences, Nos. 1 & 2, ray rye Stoke Newington-roatl ; let 
at £18 each per annum,—Sold for £250 each. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 46, Spencer-st., Northampton-square ; let at £36 
per annum ; 5 24 ne m Michaelmas last ; ground-rent, £7 per 
annum,—Sold for £240 


Midsummer next; ground-rent, £4:10:0 


By. Mr. BuLtock 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 3, 4, 5, & 6, River-terrace, Te | 
per annum; term, expires Mi Michaelmas, 5073 ground rede hosed 


jordin So 
~- das ge EBS SS 
tpiiinod Wan. 39 hob, wacko) riled teen -park, Brix- 
pi ty oad coal rag me te per annum ; 
lepat £60 per annum.—Sold for £525 
Leasehold Houses, Nos. 31 & 32, Berkely-villas; same term and ground- 
rent ; Saeed arth a eet 10. A 
Leasehol pose, Se S ermes-street, Pentonville; etd x 10 
years from Christmas last, at oh gag bt annum ; let at 
bee cagemengg we Caer hax 





. Mapmapvgs, Ma 
, * Londog House,” Mare-atree: 
and garden ; leé on lab Be 60 per caam BAS 


oh ~house, ag 
Houses, Nog. 19, 20, & 21, Mare-street, and Large Plot of Ground 
in peer, let at £132 per annum. —Sold for £1600. 


Houses, Nos, 22 & 23, Mare-street, let at £84 per annum.—Sold 
for £1200. 


Freehold House, No. ‘24, Mare-street, let at £40 per annum.—Sold for 


Frgphald Estate, Mare-street, comprising School Premises, with Playground 
ty on lease at £54 per annum.—Sold for £1040, 
2 Houses, London-lane, Hackney, let on lease at an annual rent 
.—Sold for "£410. 
Ar GARRAWAY’s .—-By Messrs. Davis & Vicors. 


Leasehold Houses and Shops, Nos,.48 & 49, Tothill-street, Westminster ; 
) at £77 per annum’; held from the Dean and Chapter for 40 years 
—, from Lady-day; 1846; © yee £1: 10:0 per annum.—Sold for 


The British and Foreign Smelting Works, Old Ford-wharf, Old 


oop Middlesex, ss n> Fon sw ‘vin ~ e dings thereon ; held 
t for a lease for 7 or trom Chatdehag 1551 at 
j a rent of £100 per annum.—Sold fo: for 77. : 


—~>—— 
London Gazettes. 


Commissioners to administer Paths in Chancery. 
Fripay, April 1, 1859. 


Goze, TaoMAs Henny, Gent.; Malmesbury, Wilts, 
seers Saree bors en, nga Rl 
Moas, Jacos Frepenic Youne, er Norton, Somersetshire. 








Bankrupt. 
Teka, Mor. 99; 1809. 
|S ers xia 





Grain. 2 King eer $ dari 8 and Ma; 
avnahag y 
ra i; sivas i fone in a8 t 3 
Bardswell, Toya i Bank-' hides Sareepont Magy 18. 
PEARSON, Joun, Grocer, mein ye Com. Xateons April 6, 


at 12; and May 5, at 11.30; Neva pe 


Sols. Hiathwaite, Maryport; or Cram alle elem oo 
Pet. Mar. 19. 


STENTON, Josep, Corn Dealer, Thorpe-commidn, Ecclesfield, Yorkshite, 


Com. West: April 9 and May 7, at. 10; eld. The dss. —— 
Sols. Anderson, York; or Bond & Barwick Leeds.” Pet- tar 
Fama, April 1, 1859.. ‘ 
— Wants, Baker, Severn, Wor- 
Sete am tn 
Of. ae, Sols. Finch, Wi ; or E. H. Wright, 
—, Pet. Mar, 30, 
BARNES, Wisiam, 


April 12, at 11.30; Fons od Thats Newent 

Baker. Sols. Steel, yy sce Of a 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

BARNETT, BENJAMIN wit slag 95 Graseshurch- arch An A 
merly in copartnership with Wrrttam HENRY at, ae 1 and 

95 Gracechurch-st. Com. Goulburm: + at chine May.16, 4 
13s nner e Off. Ass. Pennell. West, Chiarlotte-row. 
Mar. 

CAMP, . a Boot & Shoe Maker, Chesterfield. Com. West: April 6; 
and May 7, at 10; Sheffield. Og. Ass. Brewin. Sols. Gratton, Chester- 
field; or Unwin, Sheffield. Pet. Mar. 19. 

DRUCE, THOMAS, r, 29 ee Po Com. Goul- 
burn: April 11; and May 16, at 1; iall-st. . Ass. —— 

Sols. W. J. Norton, Son, 

FORD, Rosert, Grocer, 29 , Bonnar A,.3 sobs 


singhall-st. Of. ‘Ass. Nicholson. wo btwanie 15 
Pet. Mar. 28. 





Leeds. Pet. Mar. 30. roy Ape 1 
Sols. Mardon, 
HASLAM. JonaTHAN Mort, Cotton tet omg 


FOSTER, MARMADUKE, Bill Broker, Bradford. Com. 
FRAMPTON, Jomn; Daten, Poole. Com. Holroyd; 
and May 17, at 2; 
99 
14 end m4 5, at: 115 Manchester, py ri 
Richardson & Hinnell; Manchester. 
HAWKINS, 


ipril 19 
and May 16, at 11 Leeds. Of Ass. Hope. Sots, Beak & or 
hall-st. ss, Edwards 

4; Basinghall-ot. 6 ae 
Ricwarp, Cattle 
and May 10, at 11; Bristol. 
Bevan 


Clifton, Nicholas-st., Bristol. Pet, Mar 
REDGATE, Henrsenrt, & rap Repeats; Lace Man 


ufacturers, N ls 
Sanger: 19 andMay pe te te . Ass. 
R gee ‘Mefehant, 23.Cratched-triars ¢G. um & a) 
pee hh 9, at 12.30; and May 14, at 1254 
es. trthon. Bole. Crosley & Burn, 85 ' j 
8 





k5 and May yoeth, mend 
ee, whic  e se FLEE 
Aidlidear le 10 sand May lyat 4 
rabam. Sol. Preston, 15 -st.-bldgs. Pet. . 8. 
pine rit ANNULLED. 
Touxspay, Mar. 29, 1859. 
Apams, Taomas, jun., Licensed Victualler, Harborne, Staffordshire. 


= 28. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TusspayY, Mar. 29, 1859, 


Bgeson, James, [ro ir, Derby... April,19, at 11; SINE ee 
Pome Ae i, Actuary of the ‘ational Debt-office, 2 & 3 
vel-pits, and Powis-lodge, Haverstock-hill. 


ey irae 11s Doone Desiaghall-es 
Maguny Eovmanm-Commiation Agent; 07 Plossl Minuten April 
Moorsovse, Ja: Cotton Spinner, Summerseat, néar Bury. April 
18, at 12; an weary 
vn ost, Cattle Dealer, Metheringham, Lincolnshire. April 19, at 
» Ep a 
bras. & WARD Jeweller, 6 Kirby-st., Hatton-garden. April 
ree Be 1859. 


Batt, WiticaM, & Joun Henny . Aprill 
aia. aay open oe pril 15, 





Biaouui,Geonon Gr EORGE, I eli | ). April 
Dawoon, Tuowany Better, Tomas 
antes bettors Spore ey hea > 


FP SRT. Fae 


ergo 


Pe She 


oe) 


a 


SP gS 


FFs 


8 p-"RS 
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Hicks, JAMES, re Great Demieia. (May 4, at 12; Kingston-upon- 


Behe aa bane st., Leiees- 
a 23, at 12; =st. 
I pag Ow, Blandford 
. Fem Les ‘Leeds. 
tee and Breuatio Whetuen, Bve- 
99, at 11; Birmingham. 


nto : oe CERTIFICATES, 

To be ALLOWED, ‘unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, Mar. 29, 1859. 

‘Biron, a ee. 89 Sloane-sq., Chélsea. ‘April 21, at 11.30; Ba- 


BARRETT, Malco Liverystable Keeper, Taunton. May3, at 11; Exeter. 
HIckin, penne, Lace Man pepsin Nottingham. April 19, at 11; Bir- 


r-Mare. May 2, at 11; Bristol. 
Trice, gston-upon. ames and Esher, now 
mon, acne, Carpet, iat ‘April 20, at 1 Basinghall-st. 
Watts, WiiLram, Builder, Manchester. April 20, at 12; Manchester. 


Sry ate 1, 1859. 


Rae rene mit a 


May 


A, 
Tae Merchant, Kitigstoh-upon-frall. 


at 12; cs Se 
Niles. toe 5 eee ‘ Church-lane, 
eee art es Ch at ay 
Wruiam, Au fay 2, at li; Patiintgninsi: 
To be DELIVERED, winless ArpEAL be duly entered. 
1 catase Tuespay, Mar. 29, 1859. 
Bowken, Tuomas Ricaarp, Commission Merchant, Back South-parade, 


Manchester. Mar. 23, 3rd class, after a suspension of 6 months. 
Harr, Joseen, Licensed Victualler, -lane, Blackfriars. Mar. 23, 3rd 


Hencaiey, Richaap, Ironfounder, Hrerom 
—e Gasten, Sarrs $urra, Timber unease, Tkeston rbtownt, Sunith & 
MiTcHELMoRE, Georer Humserstons, Builder, 9 tones a Haverstock- 
hill, Mari 19, 2nd class, to be suspended for 6 mon: 
y Ranoer, Grocer, Trafalgac-rd., East / niall Mar. 21, 
8rd class, to be suspended for 6 months. 
re, Josgrg Van, jun., Importer of Freneh Goods, 4. Gloucester-ter., 
‘oxton. Mar. 25, 3rd class, the sme having been suspented for 2 


;, Wins ave, Coal Merchant, Rattlesden, Suffolk. Mar. 22, nd class. 
Josrrn, Cattle ttle Dealer, Metheringtun, Lincolnshire. Mar. 23, tnd 


Unwin, SAMuEL, Draper, Nottinghamshife. Mar. 23, 3rd class. 
Fitiay, Aprit 1, 1859. 


Haggis, W , Leeds... Mar. 28, 3rd class, sub- 
Watasae Seanctiras, Coca dar months from the said 28th day 


Nn eat mh ee : wey 24, 3rd class, subject to 


‘from June 23, 1858. 


nape tot a go Creiitors. 


4, W. Allen 


: ewb -house, 
Cou, 8 29 Booth-st., Manchester. at. 

SAMUEL jy Builder, Newton Abbot, Devonshire. r. Trus- 
tees, A, eens, a everest W. Mudge, Yeoman, both of same 
panel Cuaures Fister, an Daiien _Spilsby-rd., Skirbeck, Lincolnshire, 
‘Mar. 4, ha es Smith, Plumber, B. .Musgrave, Farmer, 

Keal. Creditors to executeon or before May. 3h. Sol. Bean, Boston. 
Pray, Joseru Pearce, Miller, Boston. Mar. 19. Trustee, W. Perry, 
to ite ‘bef June 

ie i, Wiadingtonbal , Essex, Creditors to execute on or before Jui 


Fray, April 1, 1859. 


. Bretherton,. Provision rchant, 
Cester ; = ig ana Traveller, Gloucester. Sol. Bretherton, 


Draper, Lianfyllin,. Mar., 18;.... 2rustees, W. Butterfield, 
ae alg a antl par i 


Woollen. ; 
rehant, Huddersfield; W. ber eB oa “Merchant, 
jun., Kingston-upon-Hull ; ‘6s, Man- 


DoMone, WittrAM Henry, Butcher, Ringwood, Southampton. Mar. 5. 
Trustees, 


a gg ae sAwons, Southampton ;.G. Ayles, Yeoman, 


. Mic! el, Stamford, Lincolnshire. 
turer, Hy . 
Revordugh.” Sol. Starmat, Wel 


Nov. 1. yustee, R: Hhie, 


execute'on or before Jilly I. ’ 





Mayor, Tuomas, jur., Merchant, Freckleton, Lazicashire. age 2. Trus- 
Humber, Re sacra Furness, Coal Agent, 


Preston. Sol. Parkér 
fine, Hanky. Met 10 19. 


HEN CuarMan, Builder, Builder, Trowbridge. Feb. 26. Trustees, 
8. Saxty & I. Carpenter, Innkeepers, Trowbridge. Sol. Collins, Trow- 


SNowDEN, JoskPn, Grocer, Wéstwood-side, Lincolnshire. ‘Mir. 99. 
tee, W. peed Grocer, Albion-house, Epworth, Lincolnshire. Sol.’ 
son, 


Varcor, THomas, Carpenter, St, Austell, 
E. Norway, Merchant, Wadebridge, Cornwall ; care, 
Tyan. Sol, Symons, debris 


Creditors under Estites tn Charicery. 
TUESDAY, Mar. 29, 1859. 
Last Day of Proof. - ‘, 

Le, Finta, Spinster, Great -Yarmonth (who. died, Feb. hi ‘ig58). Re 
Ling’s Estate, King v. Cory and another, V.C. Stuart. 

MELLoR, WILLIAM, 4 Clarendon-eottages, pifele-ra., Bow (who died on 
or about Mar. 22, 1857). Sambrooke v. Mellor, V C Sees. May 9. 
Perrect, EDWIN, Farmer, St. Boswell’s, Ro: ho died on or 
about ‘April 6, 1858). Perfect u. Wilson aud Wife,.V. Ci\Wood. April 30. 
Smirn, Rev. SAMUEL Cotty, Denver, Norfolk (who died on -or.about 
April 18, 1852). Smith and another v. Bell arid othiers, V. C. Stuart. 

April 30. 

Water, Nic#oxas, Corn Miller, Baildon-mill, Otley, Yorkshire (wha died 
on or about ‘Aug. 2, 1856). Walker and Wife v. Walker and others, 
V.'C. Wood. April I4. or 

Wuirraker, Joan, Cotton Spinner, Htrst,. Ashton-under-! 7 Seehg of 
Smedley (who died in or about the month of tad a 
others v. Whittaker and others, V. C. Wood. 

Whirraxrr, Rosert, Cotton. § inner, Hurst, Ashton- ander-Lyne.. (ho 
died in or about the month of Nov., 1852). D*Arcy and others #. Whit- 
taker and others, V. C. Wood. ‘April 27. 

Wittarp, Leonarp Kriwam, Esq. Eastbourne deen died on or about Mar. 

12, 1856). Cole v. Willard, M. R. April 30 


Frway, April 1, 1859. 
Bapcer, by: ey Esq., Grange, Oldswinford, W: 


or about the month of April, r 

Burrers, Eten, Widow, West wim Nowtotk 
the month of Jan., 1859). Cotton vo, B M.. 

HussaLt, THomas Morrensaaw, Grocer, Stat 
—_ the month of Jan., 1830). Smith v. 


May 3 
Hyper, Wiitam , Esq., Court Lees, Hernhill, lei 
Jan. 8, 1858). Furley and another v. Hyder rap 


May 5. 
KinkHAM, RrewarD, Gardener, Boughton, Chester (w on 
a 1858). Swift and others Faryad othr 4 ng 
4 : st ‘ 





Ewsome, Henry, Ribbon M: 
Aug. 30, 1856)” Tooth & others v. 
April 28. 


Ooue, Sir Caartes, Bart., 64 Eaton-sq. (he died on Sune ib; 1888): ‘te 
». Wade & others, V. ¢: Stuart. 
Tuomas, Esq., Worthing ‘whe died in or about Sopt., 1661). 
Vining & others 0. Knight, V.¢. C. Start. May 7. 
Woopyarp, BEnsAsiN, Ministét;  New-rd., 
Stepney (who sal a doenes "Woodyara pals Bag Jef- 


" emblligicts of Joint Stock Companies. 
TurspAy, Mar, 29, 1859. 
Unstrurrep, tx CHANCERY. 

Braxpeck Lire Assunance Company.— Creditors to prove their debts 
before V. C. Kinderstey, at his Chambers, on April 26, at 2&3. 
MextcaN AND Sourn AmERIOAN CompaNy.—The Master of the Rolls 
ordered, on Mar. 16, that a Call of £4 per share be madé on alfthe 
Contributories, payable to Robert Palmer Harding; premier: + 

5 Serle-street, ‘Lincoln's-inn, oe 

Skcvarry Murva. AssuRANCE SocreTy.-—V. C. 
on Mar. TL that Call of £90 for every £106 Comet. 
butories, payable ies Cc. Wi ghte, Jot hg 


a at ae or before 
Company.— Master‘ of me Fells oxtored det Ma. b, 
Thur t Cal of 2 per Share be made on all the Contributoriés, 
to Robert Palmer Harding, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn,-on of before 
ANGLO-CALIFORNIAN GOLD MINING Company. —April 16 ; for winding up. 


LumTep, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
EUROPEAN aND AMERICAN Steam Sairrinc Company.—April 8,'at 13330 ; 


tor winding up. 
Fray, April 1, 1859. 
Untmirrep mn CHANCERY. 

Caz Cynon Minine Company,—Feb. 22, for winding up. pene 
Home Counties AND MeTaororrtaN FREEHOLD Lanp .—V. C. 

Wood, April 14, at, at his Chambers, to settle the list of 
New Enerne Coat Mintne ComPpany.—V. C. ee 12,' ‘this 

Chambers, to appoint persons to represént the 


PARAGON AND SpeRo Coat Mintne Compaxy.—V. C. 13, at 
pry tay pert rent nr aeriarnechiaty oy 
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* Limrrep in BANKRUPTCY. 
Norton Disratcr Unton Conn Mitt Company (Limtrep).—Com. West, 
April 15, at 11; Pet. for winding-up. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Torspay, Mar. 29,1859, 


Becxer, Cart, Pastrycook, 43 Jamaica-st., Glasgow (James Morrison & 
=) April 5, at 12; Procurators’-| -hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. 
25. 
Hr, Ezexret, Shoemaker, a April 5, at 12; Elephant-hotel, 
High-st., Dumbarton. Mar. 23. 
Quartiex, Rev. Henry Joun, sometime of 3, St. Leonard’s-pl., Slough, 
thereafter of Pickering, Yorkshire, and now of Linlithgow. April 
1, at 1; Star & Garter-hotel, Linlithgow. . Mar. 
Prrer, , Arbroath. April 6, at 12; White Hart-hotel, 
Arbroath. Seg. . 26. 


Manufacturer, Cupar-Fife (William Smith & Son). April 

eines, dean & Boat Foams Chico Briave Glasgow (Wingate 
meats, J, TS, 

= Reming) iene 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl. » Glasgow. 


Fray, April 1, 1859, 
ALLAN, for or ——- & Joun Hay, Farmers, Duntiblae and Fauld- 
ee April 5, at 11; Crown-inn, Kirkintilloch. seg. 


Sie, Paseres, Dest: Mee thier, Dumbarton. April 5,at 12; Elephant- 
hotel, High-st., Dumbarton. Seg. Mar. 23. 
> Rosexz, Drysalter, a April 8, at 12; Faculty-hall, 
. 28. 


St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 
M‘Dowaxp, Parer, & Co., ae Aberdeen. April 9, at 12; Douglas’s- 
Aberdeen. nn 2 Mar. 30 
Ross, DaNnrc1, Shaftesbury-st., Glasgow. April 8, at 12; Fa- 
calty-hall, St. ‘Genes Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 28. 
THERN, ‘+ Farmer, Marlee. April 9,at12; M‘Laren’s-hotel, 








TEETH. 


NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES ; composed of substances better suited, che- 
tically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring acenr:.cy, 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 
annoyance, acererener of any description. From the flexibility 
of the agent employed pressure is ertirely ob , Stumps are rendered 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 
33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
erate eearve the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
+, Duke-street. Consultation gratis. 

“ Messrs. Gabriel’s improvements are truly important, and will repay a 
visit to their establishments; eee a ee 
order relating thereto.”——“ Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 





TEETH. 


NO. 9, LOWER ae ar GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
(Removed from 6 ota 


x Hen Masesty’s Rovar 
Y- INVEN TED "APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, LowER GROSVENOR-STREET, 
SOLE INVENTOR AND PATENTEE. 


4 


£. 
gS 


, original, and invaluable anoetien, annaing the adaptation, 
most absolute Soy yee success, of CHEMICALLY-PRE- 
WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, gs a lining to 
or bone frame. 
results of this et may be briefly noted ina 
prominent features :—. 


AH 
a 


Seaeil Gabe ty a ere 

a the Mouth exert no agency on the che- 

ae een ay Sate Onn 0 nenneniner. fluids of any 
be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness of smell and 
ame time wholly provided against by the peculiar nature 


aH 
i 


AT LITTLE CLACTON, ESSEX. 


ARTICULARS and Conditions of Sale of 9 
valuable Farm, panes as “ Shelly Lodge,” part and part 
hold, containing 58a. Ir. 8p. of capital arable land, situate in the 
pet of Little Clacton, in Longe ; which will be SOLD by AUCTION, 
J. G. FENN, at the CUPS HOTEL, C pe rig SATURDAY, 
the 9th of APRIL, 1859, at FOUR O’CLOCK in pWepet org ta 


farm is a most desirable-p: 
the important 
one 
Clacton and Thorp- le- 


cisely. By direction of the Trustee for Sale he tee ei 
beth Skipper, deceased. 

This for investment, being — +h 
the high-road from Little Clacton to watering 
on the Naze; and it is also in the immediate vicinity of the 

Particulars pms 8 Conditions of Sale A obtained of Mr, ; 
Solicitor, Colchester ; or of Mr. John Green Fenn, Colchester and 





ESSEX AND SUFFOLK, in and near the Town of Clare. 


O BE SOLD BY AUCTION, partment to an 
Order of the High Court of ry, made in certain Causes, enti- 
tled respectively “ Chaplin v. Chaplin,” “ Hutton v. Chaplin,” and “ Hutton 
v. Fenton,” with the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor, Sir Richard Torin 
Kindersley, the Judge to whose Court the said Causes are attached, by 
Messrs. FITCH and BALLS, the Pye nt to sell the same, at the 
HALF-MOON INN, in the Coun of Suffolk, on MONDAY, the 
18th day of APRIL, 1859, in 12 Lots, at T' E o'clock in the 
a FREEHOLD ESTATE, late the property of William Chaplin, formerly of 
Ridgwell, in the County of Essex, el 


Field, respectively Bridge 

id, Ashen Meadow, Four Acres, Great and Little Newlands Nine Acres, 
and Five Acres; containing altogether 57a. Ir. Ip., or thereabouts, situate 
in the Parish of han the County of Essex ; and a Messuage, ot re 
dence, with outbuildings and garden, containing la. 3r. 17p., or there- 
abouts, situate at the entrance of the bathed pene Fads a} 


ti 

Field, and Shaddles, in the Parish of Cla’ 

the whole containing 86a. Or. 18p., or thereabouts, of first-class accommo- 
ion Land. 

Printed particulars and conditions of sale may be had gratis in London, 
at the office of Messrs. Rixon, Son, and Anton, Solicitors, No. 38, Cannon- 
street, London, E.C.; and in the country, of Mr. F. [. Solicitor, 
Colchester; of the ‘Auctioneers, Messrs. Fitch and Balls, Castle Heding- 
ham and Steeple Bumpstead ; at the Half-Moon, Clare; at the Rose and 
Crown, Sudbury ; and the principal inns in the neighbourhood. 


Dated this 19th day of March, 1859. 
FRED. ERs. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk, 





CTORIA AND LEGAL AND COMMERCIAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 18, King William-street, City. 
Sie baeteae of tho Commeey eanenes oer Care of risk 
with Life Assurance of one- 
death, or half the Premiums for five years, on wa Pecins taken 
whole of life. Residence in most of the Colonies noon without payment 
of any extra Premium, and the rates for the East and West 
peculiarly favourable for Assurers. Endowment Assurances are granted 
payable at 60, 65, or any other age, or at death, should that happen ol 
ously. Four-fifths or 80 per cent. of the entire Profits are appropriated to 
Assurers on the Profit Scale. 

Advances in connection with Life Assurance are made on advantageous 
terms, either on real or personal security. 

WILLIAM RATRAY, Actuary. 


HE TWENTY -FIFTH ANNUAL REPORT, 

CasH Account and BaLance SHEET to Zin Doran Natta as laid 

before the Members of THE MUTUAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, st 

the General Meeting, on Wednesday, 16th it February, i Se oe 

and may be had on a written or personal the Sty Oi 
39, -street, Cheapside, E.C. To the 

@ list of Bonuses paid on the claims of the mom 
CHARLES INGALL, Actuary. 


Tae Murvat Lire Assurance Orrices, 
39, King-street, Cheapside, London, E.C, 








Just Published, price 10s. 6d., crown 8vo, 


HAND-BOOK OF RAILWAY LAW: con- 
the PUBLIC GENERAL RAILWAY ACTS ~_ 1838 to 
1858, inclusive, and STATUTES connected therewith. 
MOORE, Esq., Secretary of the Dublin and Wicklow and Kingston Rails 
‘ways; Author of “ Compendium of Irish Poor Law,” &c. 

“This is the title of an admirable work by Mr. Arthur Moore, of the 
Dublin and Wicklow Railway, rs — the vast body i appreciable a and 
inconsecutive railway legisla on is it 
and form. Goes far to supply what has ong teen fase ra 
solicitors, managers, and others mses in rail hava Poet 

.”—** Railway Times,” December 
_ “This is a valuable work. pa pm ove ne relating to 





=] 


OR FAMILY ARMS, send Name and County to 
ite, Hleeide fice. Sketch, 8,44; in ere yn ma pa 
Styles. ’ ’ ’ n vi 
ERALDIC ENGRAVING.—Crest on Seal, or 
ns Ms on Die, 7s.; Arms, Crest, and Motto, on Seal or Book 


OLID GOLD, 18 Carat, Hall marked, Sard, 
Da Sardonyx, or Bloodstone saa prone laggy tee ee Crest, ave Gut GuinetSelts | oor: 
Engraver and Heraldic Artist po ge has received the Gold , 
Modal for ), 44, High Holborn, London, W.C. 


— 


F 





8, excellently and an Introductory Chapter, 
Seco mane ioal boas of eee “hallway directors, ofcer, 
and shareholders, as as well as professional men, will find this work of assist- 
ance to them.” —' —* Herapath »” December 25, 

London : W. H. Surzu & Som, 186, Strand, and: Lower Sackyille-street, 
Dublin ; saeene epee aoe hester. 


 puCOLE'S INN.—A CAPITAL HOUSE, in 
bourhood of sero ae 


a 
combine residence ; 4 rooms on 
floor ; : et 3 best bedrooms 4 attics; seme rnd 


Ea prea ng of iva Jeans Ea al, No 1 Ke 
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’ CoPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
qerMs:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, IN sEpt- 


RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
yoR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 

70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
Tax Sovicitors’ JournaL & Reporter is published every 
ing in time for the early trains, and may be 
direct from the Office, or through any Bookseller or 

Agent, on the day of publication. 

Jn answer to numerous applications from Subscribers desirous of 
making up their Sets of the WEEKLY Reporter, the Pub- 
lisher begs respectfully to announce, that the whole of the back 





be unobjectionable in themselves. But when are 
otherwise—when they are calculated to interfere with the 
regular current of trade, and to excite ill-feeling between 
two large divisions of our countrymen—as Baron Bram- 
well’s remarks at Merionethshire assizes certainly were— 
they are as open toanimadversior 1s if the were 
clothed in stuff, and spoke from any other place than 
the bench. No judge of assize any right to state 
from the judgment-seat that the acquittal of a prisoner, 
who in his opinion ought to have been fo ilty, 
“ should be a ak to Englishmen not to invest their 
capital in Wales.” The premises were al insuffi- 
cient for such a conclusion. Even if they were not, the 
observation would still be highly culpable, taking into 











-enti- consideration the s er, the occasion, and those to 
utim ~ gy Ager — Detar cong ave on | whom it was sadrened: Mr. Salisbury gave notice in 
d, by ‘ yi the House of Commons of his intention to ask an expla- 
st the a, ee nation on this subject, but. for some reason unknown to 
r, the The Subscription to the Souicitors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY | 4 allowed the matter to drop. 

ny of RerorrER, is 2[. 12¢. per annum, and for the JOURNAL | Since the foregoing observations were written, we 
"é wirsour Rurorts Il 14s. 84, which includes all Supple- | pave learned of Mr. Salisbury’s intention to address a 
‘eres, ments, Title, Index, Gc. gc. Post Office Orders crossed | question on the subject, this (Friday) evening, to the 
_ “¢ Co.,” should be made payable 0 Wirt1am Draper, 59, ; eee Secretary. ] 

7 Carey-street, Lincoln's-inn, at the BRancH MoNEY-ORDER as 

spec- Orrice, CHANCERY-LANE, W. C. BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 

orner 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

We have printed in another part of the journal, a 

paper on Professional Remuneration, which has ap 
olbemogyoss ~ i: the a ae ciation. Bose 
was . Edgar before the jurisprudence 
t at the last at dverpest, and excited 
considerable interest. The author’s views are no doubt 
sound with reference to the principles of political economy, 
but how far these principles are applicable to the case of 
professional remuneration may admit of a different con- 
sideration. Mr. Edgar treats the subject chiefly in its 
popular aspect, maintaining, however, that the interests 
of the public and the profession are identical. The 
uestion of the mode of remuneration has for some 
been stirred within the profession, and is certainly 
well ing of further consideration with reference 
to i interests. There can be little doubt that 
there is a growing feeling that the existing system is 
ient, and that the remuneration under it is 


juries have excited no little indignation in the 

; te conversation, if one draws a 

i ing inference against any consider- 

some isolated and casual in- 

is not likely to be ae with 

f the logic of the speaker. To give ex- 

illogical insult in the presence of some 

these persons themselves would be to bid for the 

Teputation of bad taste, in addition to the other qualities 

already mentioned. Where those who are attacked have 

ity of defending themselves, something like 

ordinarily imputed to the ant ; 

only be necessary that the attack should be 

justifiable and unprovoked to attain the 

j of this sort. Some of our Welsh 

tly consider that Mr. Baron Bramwell’s 

observations on circuit went very near fulfilling 

conditions; in which opinion we find it diffi- 

to concur, unless, indeed, the ermine is a shield 

every judgment of the public—a doctrine to 

hich we by no means subscribe. On the contrary, we 

such extra-judicial observations as deserving of 

but encouragement, even when they happen to 
0, 119, 
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With regard to the certificate of conformity, both 
Bills proposed to abolish the existing classification; which 
is almost universally admitted to have worked ‘unsatis- 
factorily. We think, however, that some mode should 
be devised by which a debtor, whose’ bankruptcy has 
arisen from unavoidable misfortune,’ and whose conduct 
has been in all respects satisfactory to the Court and the 
creditors, might have the benefit of a statement to that 
effect, under the seal of the Court, and the signature of 
the oe by way of admission to, or endorsement 
upon, the ordinary certificate. A i has also 
been made, and it 7 worthy of consi ion, —e 
having regard to the debtor’s future dealings, it might « 
not with advantage be stated in a schedule to the certie 
ficate granted to every trader, how long he has carried 
on business ; the amount of his capital at the commence- 
ment of trading; the amount of his assets and liabili- 
ties at the date of the bankruptcy; whether his 
books had been properly kept ; any other material 
facts affecting his conduct and character, of which the 
Court may have become satisfied during the investiga- 
tion. The Government Bill provides, thatthe certifi- 
cate shall not be suspended for a longer period than two 
years, but we doubt the policy of imposing any limit 
upon the discretion of the Court, as there will be many 
eases of misconduct which the clauses cannot 
reach, and which can only be punished by refusal or 
suspension of certificate. th Bills continue the exist- 
ing circuitous process of committal under the B. a. cer- 
tificate, where the certificate of conformity is refused. 
We do ay any necessity for this, as the effect “2 
is to give the bankrupt an opportunity to escape, 
we think the Commissioner might, with ‘ 
be allowed to place a warrant of commitment in the 
hands of a sheriff's officer, immediately after giving 
judgment on the certificate, if the assignees or any 
creditor applied for one. 

The penal clauses of both Bills appear to have been 
carefully prepared, and, with one exception, we do not 
think they are capable of any material amendments, 
beyond those verbal alterations which a careful com- 
parison of the two Bills will suggest. i 


430 of Lord John Russell's Bill, and some of 
mentioned in section 143 of the Government: Bi 
to be committed, in order to constitute 
meanours. It is very important there should 
limit as to time, but we think three months m 
short, as it would not be difficult for a person 
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itted apy of the specified offences to stave off 
bankrupt such a period, in order to ayoid punish- 

We be “- through the pringipal proyi 
. ve now : le pring! OY1- 
sions of the two Hille. 00 for aa. they relate i Gok. 

cy and insolvency, and have endeavoured to place 
bag our a pen ar ogg ne, TiS 
e leading princip I whi we consider the 
Fegislaten: chauld be guided, in dealing with the 
Peaed in @ comprehensiye and effectual manner, 
The portion of the Government Bill which abolishes 
imprisonment for debt has not been commented upon, 
as we do not the subject is so closely connected 
we ve law of bankruptcy and insolvency as to be em- 
in the same Act. There can be no doubt that, 
as an abstract proposition, imprisonment for debt, under 
ordinary process of execution, cannot be defended, 
and an alteration of the law will be rendered more easy 
of attainment if the distinctions in the administration of 
the estates. of insolyent traders and non-traders be 
ed as proposed ; but the spbject is not free from 
difficulty, and we do not think proyisions for effectin, 
such an object can properly or conveniently be enacted 
as part of a Bankruptcy Act. 

We are glad that Lord John Russell has consented 
to his Bill being referred to a select committee; and if 
the Government Bill be sent to the same committee, we 
liave ne doubt a very efficient measure will be the result. 
In consequence of the dissolution of Parliament, it is 
very improbable that the labours of such a committee 
will be brought to a close in sufficient time for an Act 
to be in the second session of the present year, 
but we that the additional time during which the 
Bills will be under discussion will be turned to good 
account, and result in the enactment of as perfect and 
final a measure as can in the nature of our institutions 
he framed. Chambers of Commerce and other commer- 


cial bodies should ag ge their careful attention to 


the details of the two Bills, as Parliament must in a great 


agent rely upon them for those practical suggestions 
are jutely necessary in the preparation of such 


& measure as will satisfy the requirements of the com- 
mercial community. 


v= 
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CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 
(Before the RecorpER.)—April 6. 


Ambrose Haynes, solicitor, surrendered to take his trial upon 
an indictment, charging him with having conspired, with John 
Gibeon Bennett, Charles Alfred Bennett, and Alfred Lea 
Bennett, to defraud, by pretending to cure deafness in ten 


The indictment, which was very lengthy, set out in different 

ways the acts of conspiracy imputed to the defendant. 

defendant, who came into court accompanied by a great 
number of friends, was permitted by the learned Recorder, on 
an application being made after surrendering, to sit behind his 
counsel during the proceedings. 

The three defendants Bennett did not appear. 

Mr. Tindal Atkinson, in stating the case to the jury, entered 
at some length into the circumstances gfving rise to the present 
prosecution, and said, the charge against the defendant was 
that of conspiring with the other defendants named to defraud 
divers persons by means of pretending to eure them of deafness 
in ten minutes, and the frauds practised on the public had been 
carried on to a very great extent. 

Two witnesses were examined, after which 

Mr. Ballantine rose to address the jury, and said, that under 
ordinary circumstances, he should have asked the Recorder if 
there was any case for them to consider; for the charge against 

oe the testimony of the two tainted 
i r. Haynes, was aman of honour, and 
had been placed in this danger by a gang of scoundrels, from 








in another position than his present one. tr 
The RecorpeR, in summing up, told the jury that the’ eyi- 
dence rested entirely upon the uncorroborated testimony of tivo 


secutor, Stowell, was one who had figured in a criminal court 
wee reer Be | 


accomplices. 
The jury immediately acquitted the prisoner. 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—G.LoucEsTER. 
(Before Mr. Baron CHANNELE,) 
Smith v. Dowell and others.—>-April 2. 
This was an action of ejectment, broughit' to recover’a 
house and two pieces of land, consisting’ of about: fift; 


perches, in the Forest of Dean, ‘The plaintiff claimed. the 

perty as heir-gt-law of the original owner, who hac acaured be 

title by encroachments on the property of the Crown. It 
t century 


appeared that at the commencement of the present. c¢ 
commissioners were appointed to inquire into encroachments 
the Royal Forest; and they reported that, as to tertain | 
marked red on their map, the occupiers had acquired a fi 
title; and as to“other lands patie oe blue, that “the occupit 
had been so long in possession; that it was expedient that a 
Parliamentary title should be given to them. Under this qward 
the house and pieces of land in question, one of which was 
and the other blue, became the property of the plaintiff's father, 
who died intestate. csi a Decxyem de agniy oxi BR) : 

The defence was, that the old man had exechted-w degd:ctn- 
veying the whole of the property to his seequd son. Amos, under 
whom the defendants claimed. The deed in question had been 
prepared by 4n old man who in times past acted as lawyer, 
schoolmaster, &c., to the foresters; it contained a stra 
jumble of legal phrases, but it purported to convey tlie p 
to Amos. ‘The deed had a seal upon it, but the old forest fac- 
totum could not tell whether it was upon it when the deed was 
executed. There were also many erasures of dates, sums, and 
quantities, respecting which the old man, though aided by his 
spectacles, could give no explanation. He swore that a separate 
receipt for the purchase-money, which was shown to him, Was 
given on the day the deed was executed, though the Ganga 
ment mark on the stamp proved that it must have been of 
later date. The defendants also relied on an assignment of 9 
mortgage executed by the old man before he acquired his | 
liamentary title There was a great conflict of evidence on. 
the points of the case, an 

r, Baron CHANNELL made several pitempte > induc ih 

parties to come to some compromise, and warn em, that, f 
they did not do s0, the whole of the pro would be He 4 
lowed up. These efforts were, for a long time, ineffectual, 
at length the parties agreed to leave the matter in his Lord 
ship’s hands, and he decided that the one portion should go to 
the plaintiff and the other to the defendant. j 

Verdict accordingly. 5 seit 


(Before Mr. Justice CRomPTON.) pees 

Evans y. Attwood and another.—April 4, cal 
This was an issue directed by the judge of the Court of Pro; 
bate to try the validity of a will alleged to have tn ad % 
the 4th of January, 1856, by the late Edmund’ Attwood, 
the Vine Tree Farm, at Teddington, in the ty. of . Wor- 
cester. The defendants, Alice Attwood and Eliza Shipway, 
who supperted the will, were the two surviving sisters of ¢ 
deceased, and were living with him at the time of his des 
which took place on the 27th of February, 1856. The plainti 
William Evans, was nephew and heir-at law of the dece e 
being the son of another sister, Mary Evans, and he 4 
that at the time the’ deceased executed the will in question 
was insane and imbecile, and was induced to sign it by the 
undue influence of the defendants. 

After the examination of the witnesses, 

Mr. Justice Crompton summed up the evidence at some 
length, commenting on the absence of m imony- 
Lordship then left the issues to the jury, and they, very 
shes aliberation, found for the defendants, thus establishis 

@ Will. 

At the commencement of the trial, 

Mr. Justice Crompton remarked on the “ tremendous pareli- 
ment” which had come down¢rom the Court of Probate, cou- 
taining the issue to be tried. His Lordship would not ¢all the 
contents “ rubbish,” but he suggested that it was not necessary 
to gy such & Non aid, oak wre te 

. Serjeant Pigott said, he believ whole allega- 
tions had been set out. w 


Rp ry 
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‘to be tried, might have been expressed in one 
fe. The learned of the Probate Court will, no 
pa a stop to such an abuse the moment his attention is 


es 


“NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Liveproot. 
(Before Mr. Justice BYLEs.) 

Baines & Co. v. Woodfall.—April 1, 

ig action was to recover the amount of a poli of in- 
o ypan the ship Jame Baines, pch as entered into on 
1957, A en to run for twelye months. = 
in this case were the well-known auipawpers ip 
; t was an insurance-agent connecte 
th the underw ig 2 Mgt on This. was a time 
les Tae mers of the ae eal sled fr india wa 
ith the Goyernment, and the vessel salied tor Incia Ww 
Edops, fro lieuce she crap to this country on the 12th 

April, 1858, ‘The vessel having qoturnet ber onTTh 
ie 16th of April, commynigated with the defendants, to request 
hem to retary ae um pen the yeeses WP He fe 

HG aspired. 1 $0 I e@ 

a to send them f= note ot the amount, the Se 
therewith the policy to be cancelled. Nothing further 
was done up to the 22nd of April; nor was any answer 
retusived on’ the 22nd of April ; the vessel, then “in dock, 
See eee nance. ise 

e owners: censi e 

not salad i poli: On tha da, te 

2 the yi s wrate to the defendants, inform- 

ving received a, reply, they withdrew their 

"ton it contained. The same day they 
a 













eturyD 












om the defendants, containing two credit 
mes Baines and the other for the David 
‘on the J Baines was ‘on 20th 
avid ‘Mileer the 22nd April, ‘The 
ed in date, and that myst be explained. 
¢, that the policy had not been can- 
mentioned in the note, and that, therefore, it 


, Welde, ac for the defence, contended that bona fide the 
policy was cancelled upon the 16th, and he called evidence to 
prove that it wag customary to charge the premium for the full 


: , ent upon this point of the case between the 

cea verdict was entered for the defendants, the 

tiffs having leave to nfove in the superior courts. 

{HE VACANT JUDGESHIP OF THE SHERIFFS’ 
COURT. 





This appointment, which has become vacant by the decease 
of the Mr. Prendergast, and which is in the gift of the 
Common Council of the City of London, promises to become 
matter of considerable contention amongst the members of 

bar. It was reported that Mr. J. Locke, M.P., and Mr. 
Bodkin, would become candidates for the office, but they have 
not, up to this time, issued any address to the Court, and the 
former gentleman is again standing for the representation of 
Southwark. 

Mr. Alexander Pulling, of the Welsh Circuit, has issued an 
address to the Lord Mayor, Aldermen, &c., in which he says, 
with reference to his examinations before the Corporation 
Copeniesicners in 1854, in answer to some observations which 
“had been circulated respecting his suitableness for the office:— 

I was not a volunteer or partisan before the London Corporation Com- 
missioners ; bats Hae oe late. Recorder. and Town Clerk, formally sum- 
moned to — law and constitution of our ancient city—(see 
Evidence, p. 81)—the com 


t thus id me being, I sw » attri- 
butable to the of my three works on 1s, the *"Teewtise on the 
Laws and Customs of London,” published eigh years ago, a work which 

been always well received by the oration, by the members of my 


‘Commissioners was for the most part of apurely 
such is freely acknowledged throughout the Com- 
which is for reform 


has 
aS ee vO easeen ved 
ibsioners wil t, t By bodied: ; my ions for 
nt were also of @ legal character, and some of them 
of tote Rucorder 





™ 4 * . * 

of the citizens of London to choose their own judges is 

con Nel ees she British constitution. It has been rarely abused or mis- 
looking to the high character, the learning, ied bearing, 

of the judges of the city of London, 

be counted among their 


é 
: 


be ager the prac te Mr. William Cooper, who was called 


ation upon the 


Tam now of considerable standing at the 
‘of Bankrupta at Norwich, where I 





for Cea reer debts in 
an eee or the last twelve y 
Prius, the Central other courts in 


and 
the last twenty years been a revising barrister. 


the City Corporation for their s : 

Mr. R. Malcolm Kerr has put hi forward as @ cand 
and bases his fitness for the office on the following quahs 
tions :——Lecturer on commion and criminal law at the Incorp 
rated Law Society; writer or editor of three populai 
works; and editor of the recent edition of Blackst 0 
mettaries, and which is now used for the exqmmi 
students in the Inns of Court and tho University of Cambriag 
Mr. Kerr formerly belonged to the Scotch bar, haying been 
called in 1843, and to the English bar in 1848. ' 

Mr. C. RB. Kennedy, of the Oxford Circuit, is another 

ae 











date for the honour. This gentleman is of some sta 

the profession, having been called to the bar in {835. 

Jeading counsel for Mrs. Swinfen in the celebrated case of Sw 
fen v. Swinfen, sent down for trial as ‘to the validity of s 

He has also held the ip of law at the Queen's Col- 
lege, Birmingham. 

The ext candidate is in the person of Mr. Sleigh, an advo- 
cate of considerable practice at the Old Bailey and- 
sessions, and author of a “Handy Book ~ Criminal Law,” 
which, by a yesolution, was ordered to. be listyi among 
the members of the Court of Aifermen. bg eset: OR 
Mr. W. F. Finlason has addressed a Tétter to the Lord Mayor 
and Corporation, offering himself as a candidate for the vacant 
judgeship. He says that for sevexal years he has heen 

as a legal author and law yeporter, and that several of the 
judges have testified to the learning, ability, and accuracy of 
his reports. . 

‘And, lastly, Mr. Corrie, formerly of the Northern Cinguit, 

late deputy-judge of the Old Palace Court, and now stipeli- 
diary magistrate of the Clerkenwell Police Court.  ” ‘ 
We hear, also, that Mr. Serjeant Thomas is 9 candidate. 
We believe it is expected that the contest will ultimately lie 
between Mr. Pulling and Mr. Sleigh, and that the feapecktve 
friends of each of these gentlemen are sanguine of success, © 
The day of the election has not yet been appointed.“ 





Tue Lorp CHaxceLtor.—Eyery Lord Chancellor bas his 
peculiarities. The present one has been endowed by nature 
with a singularly handsome person, which seems als 
with the power of defying, or at any rate withstand 

ing influence of time. It is, perhaps, te this that 
peers are indebted for seeing their president always attired as 
if he were going to attend her Majesty at a drawing-rogm oF 
levee. Other Lord Chancellors haye been content to wear 
their robe over their ordinary dress, but U 
Chelmsford is always en grand tenue. This is peculi ly & 
fest when his Lordship leaves the woolsack to 4 
House. The robe is then generally thrown back, and the well- 
turned limbs and perfectly-dressed figure of the cellor is 
displayed to full advantage. The House of Long Da 
in its new Serjeant-at-Arms, Colonel Talbot, an officer ~ 
able in this respect. Asa variation from the sloyenliness w 
is sometimes exhibited by men in office, the alteration displa 
by the noble occupant of the woolsack and the nt serjeant 
is a great change for the better.—The Court J * 

Major-General Mareus Slade, who has been appointed Lieu- 
tenant-Governor of Guernsey, is twin brother to Mr. FB. W. 
Slade, Q.C., of the Western Circuit. 

Tur Merrorouitan Ramwar.—The Court of Common 
Council have passed a resolution in favour of taking a direct 
interest, to the extent of 20,000 shares, amounting to £200,000, 
in this undertaking. 

Free ExamMINnaTion oF Wirts.—In reply to the ap 
made by Mr. J. Bruce to Sir C. Cresswell, on the 
throwing open toliterary men, free from fees, the collection 
at Doctors’ Commons, it was stated by the latter pane e 
more convenient premises must be first obtained, as £ 
sanction of the Commissioners of the Treasury to the 
fees, as by section Srd of the Probate Act, “ Any officer wil- 
fully neglecting or omitting to collect the fee prescribed, is 
liable be to dismissed from his office.” The general tone of Sir 
Cresswell’s communication favours the supposition that the 
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Mr. Bar - 
Deubighshive Aasizes Baron eye! ieee us 
the jury at finding @ prisoner not guilty of stabbing, 
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evidence, that he said, “ Very well; leave the box, and let me 
have twelve men who will give a proper verdict.” In the next 
case he told the jury, alluding to the previous decision, “ He 
felt compelled to make these remarks, in consequence of ver- 
dicts which he knew to have been returned by juries in the 
Principality of Wales. It really was a most melancholy thing. 
He really did not scruple to say, as to the last verdict, that it 
‘was = to believe it to be a true verdict, according to 
the evidence; and as the jury appeared to be respectable men, 
he could not help thinking they were labouring under some 
deception as to the rights and duties of jurymen. He must 
say, if such practices continued, some remedy must be for them, 
for it was utterly intolerable to see a man, shown to be guilty, 
acquitted, owing to some dishonesty or some feeling on the part 
of the jury.” At Beaumaris, the judge made some severe re- 
marks on the verdicts of some of the juries he had had to deal 
with, in the course of his circuit, and, as a jury were leaving 
the box, at Beaumaris, he begged them “to bring a little com- 
mon sense to bear on the matter,” and asked, “ What have you 
to consider about ?”—Liverpool Albion. 

East Inpres.—The appointment of Mr. Peacock to the Chief- 
Justiceship of Bengal, announced in the letter of your Bombay 
omen dent, vacates a seat in the Council of Calcutta.— 

‘imes. 


~> 





Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Warez, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


Court or Propate anp Court oF CHANCERY — JURISDIC- 
TION—CONSTRUCTION OF WIL 
Warren v. Kelson, 7 W. R. 348 (Court of Probate). 

In this case a conflict of opinion arose between the Court 
of Probate and the Court of Chancery as to the construction of 
a bequest, in which the Court of Probate felt itself bound to 
give way to the Court of Chancery. The testator gave certain 
real and his residuary personal property for founding a charity ; 
and in case the scheme for a charity should fail, he gave it to 
his mn, W. H. Warren, whom he had appointed a trustee 
of the proposed charity, for his own use and benefit. The tes- 
tator appointed two executors, one of whom died in his lifetime, 
and the other renounced probate. The late judge of the Pre- 
rogative Court of Canterbury (Sir J. Dodson) was of opinion 
that the gift to the charity being void under the Statutes of 
Mortmain, the gift to W. H. Warren failed also; and he there- 
fore granted letters of administration, with the will annexed, 
to the next of kin of the testator (Rudall v. Warren, Deane 
& Swabey, 306). Aftewards a bill was filed by W. H. Warren, 
for the administration of the estate in Chancery, in the course 
of which Wood, V. C., decided that the gift to W. H. Warren 
was valid, and that he was entitled to the real and residuary 
personal estate for his own benefit (Warren v. Rudall, 6 W. R. 
847). Shortly after the decree in Chancery, the next of kin, to 
whom letters of administration had been granted by Sir J. Dodson, 
died, and another of the next of kin applied for administration 
before the Court of Probate, and her application was opposed on 
behalf of W. H. Warren, on the ground of the Vice-Chancellor’s 
decision in his favour, and a petition was presented for a 
grant of administration (de bonis non) with the will annexed, to 
be made to his guardian, appointed by the Court of Chancery. 
Sir C. Cresswell granted the prayer of the petition, considering 
that he was bound by the decision of the Court of Chancery. 
He said,“ The Court of Probate does not habitually act as a 
court of construction ; that is not its proper function, save in 
cases when it is absolutely necessary, in order to determine the 
rights of litigant parties. In this case Sir J. Dodson was bound 
to act; but having given his opinion, and granted administration 
to the next of kin, resort was had to the Court of Chancery to 
obtain the opinion of that Court, and, according to the opinion 
of that Court, the estate of the testator must be ultimately 

ini I, therefore, consider that the proceeding in the 
Court of Chancery is in the nature of an appeal from the judg- 
ment of the Prerogative Court, and that I ought to follow the 
last decision, viz., that of Vice-Chancellor Sir P. Wood.” 
Statote or Fraups—ParoL AGREEMENT EXPLAINING 
ABSOLUTE CONVEYANCE. 
Lincoln v. Wright, 7 W. R., L. J., 350. 

This is an instance of a class of cases which generally cause 
embarrassment to the Courts, namely, those which relate to 
the admissibility of parol evidence in explaining agreements 

ing real estates. The owner of a life estate in a cot 


interest in the whole property to the nominee of the p : 
but continued to live in his cottage rent free. Some year. 
afterwards an ejectment was brought to turn him out of th® 
cottage, and he then filed a bill in Chancery on the ground that 
conveyance though expressed to be absolute, was, in reality, 
only a mortgage, and that the verbal agreement between the 
parties was, that the plaintiff should continue to live in his 
cottage rent free, and that the mortgagee should repay himself 
principal and interest out of the rent of the land. The Lords Jus- 
tices, affirming the decision of Kindersley, V.C., granted the relief 
prayed. The Statute of Frauds was avoided on two ds— 
that the continued residence in the cottage rent fon Slee 
inconsistent with an absolute conveyance, was part performance 
of the parol agreement; and that parol evidence of the 

was admissible to prevent the perpetration of a fraud. Knight 
Bruce, L.J., relied on the former of these grounds, Turner, L.J.,on 
the latter. As to the latter point, on which there appeared to be the 
most difficulty, Turner, L.J., remarked, that the Statute of Frands 
was not made to cover fraud. If there was a mortgage trans 
action, it was a fraud for the mortgagee to hold the 
absolutely, and therefore parol evidence was admissible. (See 
“Sugd. Vend. and Purch.,” 655. “Fry on Specific Perform- 
ance,” 174.) 


ExEcuToR—REALISING AsseTs—RAILWAY SHARES. 
Street v. Street, 7 W. R., V. C. W., 350. 

This case involved a question of much practical importance 
to executors, on whom the difficult task devolves of realisi 
assets of a fluctuating character, such as shares in‘ joint 
companies. The testator was at his death—which: happened 
in Nov., 1838—possessed of shares in several ‘railways. His 
executor kept some of the shares till 1840, and others: till 1841, 
at which time they were valueless, and he was ob to pay 
money to the company and other persons to take the ‘shares off 
his hands, He had, in the meantime, paid several’ thousand 
pounds in calls on the shares. It was contended ‘by the resi- 
duary legatees that the executor had shown great want of discre- 
tion in not getting rid of the shares at an earlier period, before 
so many calls had been made, and that he ought not to be allowed 
the payments on account of those shares. The Vice-Chancellor, 
however, took a merciful view of the conduct of the executors. 
He was of opinion that, considering the immense masses of pro- 
perty in the form of shares held by testators, he should be 
laying down a rule which would tend to prevent any one from 
accepting the office of executor in such cases, if he were to say 
that the executor was not to have time for that reasonable con- 
sideration which would enable him to know how to dispose of 
the property. The case is certainly a strong one in’ favour of 
the executor, but the principle has been often recognised, as in 
Buzton v. Buxton (1 My. & Cr. 80), where an executor allowed 
part of the assets to remain invested in Mexican Bonds for a 
year and seven months, and then sold them at a less price than 
he could have obtained at an earlier period. In that case he 
was not held responsible for the loss, as he appeared to have 
acted with care and diligence. There seems, therefore, to be 
little risk of an executor being held responsible for the loss in 
realising such fluctuating property, if he really uses his best 
discretion, even though he waits considerably longer than a year 
after the testator’s death before he ventures upon a sale. (See 
“Williams on Executors,” 4th ed., 1543.) 


> 


Wotes on Recent Cases at Common Lab. 

(By James STEPHEN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 

“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” §e., fe.) 
DretInvE—BAILMENT—ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. 

; Reeve v. Palmer, 7 W. R., Exch. C., 325. 

This was an action of detinue, to recover a certain title-deed 
which had conie into the possession of the defendant, as the 
attorney of the plaintiff. The deed in question was seen by the 
defendant (as he admitted) among the papers in his custody, 
some four years before it was demanded of him by the plain- 
tiff, but in some way or other—how he knew not—it dis- 
appeared, and when ‘sought for, was not forthcoming. . This 
was held by the Court of Commoff Pleas to show primé facie 
a loss by negligence, and that for such loss the defendant was 
answerable in detinue; a doctrine against which he appealed to 
the Exchequer Chamber, on the grounil, chiefly, that the action 
of detinue was not maintainable under the circumstances 
(whatever other remedy might be proper), as the. deed 
lost before the demand of it was made there could not be 





conveyed for a valuable consideration his life 


to have been any detainer, It was, however, answered by the 
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Court of Error (affirming the judgment of the Court below), 
that in sae Sige oar foamy valk Roar) yg hye re 
were open to the plaintiff, and any facts might be let in which 
proved that the pF x lost the article bailed to him; who, 
on his part, was estopped from setting up his own negligence, in 
denial of the exact words of the declaration. Moreover, from 
the authorities in the books, and particularly in Com. Dig. 
“Detinue” A., and “‘ Pleader,” 2 X. 12, it appeared that a 
bailee may be sued in detinue, though he has lost the bailment 
or.quitted the possession before action brought by delivery to 


Sic UTERE TUO uT ALIENUM Non Lapas—Maxim™, HOW 
APPLIED. 
. Hardcastle v. The South Yorkshire Railway and River Dun 

: Company,.7 W. R., Exch., 326. 

This case affects a useful reading on that most important 
maxim of the law, “Sic utere tuo ut alienum non ledas.” The 
action was brought under Lord Campbell’s Act by the repre- 
sentatives of a person who was killed under the following cir- 
cumstances. He was walking at night along a public highway, 
and, in consequence of the darkness, missed the path, and turning 
upon land belonging to the defendants came upon an unfenced 
reservoir there, and was drowned therein. The defendants 
were held not to be liable for this accident, because the insuffi- 
ciently-protected reservoir was not adjoining the public way, 
but at a certain distance from it, so as in fact to make any one 
falling therein a trespasser before reaching the dangerous place. 
Thus the Court distinguished the case from that of Barnes v. 
Ward (9 C. B, 392), in reliance on which this action was 
brought. ‘The facts in that case were, that the defendant being 
possessed of land abutting on a public footway, excavated an 
area in the course of building a house immediately adjoining 
the footway, and left it unprotected; and a person walking in 
the night-time fell in and was killed. There the defendant was 
held liable, on the principle that an excavation (close to the 
public road) was a public nuisance, and that an individual 
injury arising from such a nuisance was the subject-matter of 
an action to the party aggrieved. See also Blyth v. Topham 
(Cro. Jac. 158.) 


APPEAL FROM MAGISTRATES—PRACTICE—COSTS. 


| Davis, Appellant, v. Douglas, Respondent, 7 W. R., Exch., 327. 

This case turned upon the construction of the Act for regu- 
lating theatres (6 & 7 Vict. c. 68); but is noticed here on 
account of two points on whfch it throws light concerning the 
practice on appeals under the recent statute (20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 43), from the determination of justices on matters of law. 
The first of these is, that a case, under the provisions of that Act, 
ra A be reserved, though the magistrates dismiss the information 
laid—the course apparently being for the superior Court to send 
the case back to the justices to be re-heard, if it is thought that 
the information ought not to have been dismissed. The other point 
ison a matter which has indeed been already so laid down in 
more than one instance—viz. that the party who succeeds on 
the appeal is, in ordinary cases, entitled to the costs thereof. 
(See “Oke’s Magisterial Synopsis,” 6 ed. p. 210.) 


EvipENCcE—CONTRADICTION OF WiITNESS—17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 125. 
Greenough v. Eccles, 7 W. R., C. P., 341. 

In this case it became necessary to determine the proper con- 
struction of that provision in the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, which allows a party producing a witness who shall 
in the opinion of the presiding judge prove “ adverse,” to con- 
tradict by other evidence, or (by leave of the judge) to 
prove that at other times he had made a statement inconsistent 
with that he gave in his examination in chief. At the date of 
this Act it was, to a certain extent, an unsettled point whether 
& contradiction by means of a contradictory tag. statement 
was allowable by law. In the opinion of ‘the Common Pleas, 
in the present case, the intention of the Act must be taken to 
be to affirm the propriety of that course only in case of the 
witness turning out to be “ adverse,” in the sense of being “ hos- 
tile,” and not merely “ unfavourable.” Willes, J., stated, more- 
over, that he doubted whether the decision of the presiding 
nig on this matter could be received by the Court in banc. 

the Chief Justice intimated that in his opinion the section 

had been both carelessly framed and hastily adopted—since the 
words “should the witness prove adverse” were proper only 
with reference to a case in which it was sought to contradict 
the witness by proving contradictory statements, and not by 
other evidence, which the lad calling him was always 

ee to do without the aid of the Common Law Procedure 





PRACTICE—Costs—CONCURRENT PROCEEDINGS AT LAW AND 
In Equiry. 
Mortimore v. Soares, 28 L. J., Q. B., 133. 

Tn this case the following facts appeared in sw of an 
application on behalf of the plaintiff, for a rule calling on the 
defendant to show cause why his notice to to trial and 
all subsequent proceedings should not be set aside, and why all 
further proceedings should not be stayed. The action was 
brought to recover from the defendant a certain sum of money 
for freight, and after issue joined, the plaintiff filed a bill in 
equity against the defendant for the recovery of the same 
freight: and to this bill the defendant put in his answer, and 
afterwards obtained an order that the plaintiff should make 
his election whether he would proceed at law or in equity. Ac- 
cordingly, the plaintiff elected to proceed in equity; where- 
upon the defendant served him with a notice to 
to trial under the 101st section of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1852; and after the due period had elapsed, with- 
out that notice being attended to, entered a suggestion (as 
allowed to do) of that fact, and signed judgment for his costs 
of the action. This manner of proceeding to obtain the costs 
of the proceedings at law the Court held to be regular; and 
refused the rule, observing, that before the Procedure Act the 
same end might have been attained by getting judgment, as 
in case of a nonsuit, and that the only effect of the new pro- 
vision was, to alter the manner of obtaining the same object. 


_ 
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Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, April 1. 
InDIcTABLE OFFENCES (MEtTropoitaN Districts) BI. 
This Bill passed its third reading. 
MANSLAUGHTER BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Tuesday, April 5. 
Court oF Divorce AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES. 

Lord CAMPBELL called attention to the inconvenience caused 
by the overcrowded state of this tribunal, and by inadequate 
judicial strength now provided for the despatch of its business. 
The judicial power of the Court ought, he thought, to be con- 
siderably increased. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR agreed with his noble and learned 
friend. He thought it very unfortunate when the original 
arrangement was made respecting a full court that so limited a 
choice of judges was given for that purpose. The only judges 
now capable of forming a full court with the Judge Ordinary 
were the three chiefs and the three senior puisne judges of the 
superior courts; and he had been given to understand that it 
would be impossible to get through the business of this tribunal 
unless there was a full court four times a-year. The judges of 
the superior courts could not, however, give sufficient time to 
the discharge of these duties, and there must, therefore, either 
be an extension, so to speak, of the area of selection for the 
constitution of the full court, or there must be a creation of 
new judges. He hoped the Government would ere long be in 
a position to introduce a measure to effect such improvements 
in this tribunal as would enable it to work efficiently and satis- 
factorily. 

MANSLAUGHTER BILL. 


This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, April 4. 


County Courts. 

Mr. Hugues asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether any steps had been taken to regulate the 
imprisonment of persons who were now subjected thereto by 
county court judges; and if not, whether any inconvenience 
would arise from rescinding that portion of the order for prison 
discipline which subjected parties to imprisonment in a recusaut 
ward? 

Mr. S. Estcourt said, that if the honourable gentleman 
could, consistently with maintaining the order in principle, and 
the Act of Parliament, suggest any means by which it would 
be possible to mitigate the hardship which now sometimes 
occurred, he should give it his attention. 

SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


This Bill passed through committee. 
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County Prisons (frevanp) Brit. 
This Bill also passed through committee. 
Poor Law anb Meprcat CuariTres (IRELAND) Act 
’ AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a sedond time. 


baw Of Proveki¥ ind Thosinks ReLiiy AienpMeNt 
rs ak Biit. 
‘This Bill passed through committee. 
Desror AND CreEpITOR BItt. 
This Bill wis read 4 second time. 


Tuesday, April 5. 
SuPERANNUATION Bitx. 

Th cominittes on this Bill, 

Mr. CoGAN proposed, as an amenidinent to clause 13, to 
substitute séventy years for sixty-five. 

The coitimittee divided, when there were for the amendment, 
138 Ba it, 147} majority for retaining the clause, 19. 

Aftér somie cotisideration the preamble was agreed to and the 
Bill reported. 

County Prisons (IRELAND) Bit. 

The ordér for the further proceeding with this Bill was dis- 

c f 


Poor Law Mepicat Cuarities (IRELAND) Act AmEND- 


OR ALS 2) Serene Bree, 
The order for the further proceeding with this Bill was also 
discharged. 
Pusiic Orrices Extension Bint, 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


InpEMNITY BILL. 
This Bill was also read a third time and passed. 


TirLe To LANDED Estates Bit. 


The order for going into committee on this Bill was dis- 
charged. 
Recistry or Lanpep Estates B11. 
The order for going into committee on this Bill was also 
discharged. 
Expiring Laws. 

_On the motion of Sir S. Norrucorz, a committee was 
spanet to inquire what temporary laws of a public and 
general nature are now in force, and what laws of the like 
nature have expired since the last report upon the subject; and 
also what laws of the like nature are about to expire at parti- 
cular periods, or in consequence of auy contingent public events, 
atid to réport the same with their observations thereupon to the 
House, 

Thursday, April 7. 
SUPERANNUATION BIL. 
This Bill was formally advanced a stage. 
_ Riterérratio’ or Biatus, &. (IRELAND), Brit. 
The order for the second reading of this Bill was discharged. 


Westminst&k New Bridae. 


Lord J. MANNERS obtained leave to bring in a Bill to em- 
power the Commissioners of her Majesty’s Works and Public 
Buildings to acquire additional space for the western approach 
to Westminster New Bridge. 


IMPRISONMENT BY CouNTY CouRT JUDGES. 


Mr. B. Huaues asked the Attorney-General what steps (if 
any) had been taken to prevent the practice of imprisoning 
debtors who were confined under judgments of county courts 
iti a remand ward; and if any inconvenierice woiild arise by 
taking the rule applicable to fraudulent debtors, and not to 
mere éases of contempt for iion-paymient. 

The ArroRNeyY-GENERAL said, a rule had beet made some 
yeats back, under which debtors who had been guilty of mis- 
conduct were comithitted to prison, and the same rule had been 
properly introduced by the Home Secretary into the practice 
of the county coitrts. He had looked at the Act, and he found 
that debtors who had been guilty of frand, or who had made 
away with their éffects, were liable to be committed to prison 
by county court judges. He had also fourd that the coutity 
court judges had the power of committing debtors who returned 
unsatisfactory answers. All that remained to be done under 
existing circumstances, was to ascertain how the law was 
administered. 





‘Law Of Litbréed it} TExatt (hittin) 

In answer to Mr. Grezr, e pial 

Lord Naas said, fest it was the inal ‘ 

as ible after the meeting of the new 
aissted). EF ing Powers Bill, and a Bill to 
Law of Landlord and Tenant. 
EocctnbrasticAL: ReGistRAtion Brut. 

Tn réply to Mr. Liérroy, 9d 

Tort Naas said, that it Yas hot intended to prodeed Wiel 
this Bill. 


arliame, 


Baron GREENE. 

In answer to a question put by Mr. Lerroy, _ 

Lord NAks Said, that with regard to the remark8 iiidé by 
Baron Greene in sentence on the tonvict Sullivan, it 
was his iitéention td bring the matter under the notice’ Of the 
Commissioners of National Education in Ireland. 

Manor Courts, &c. (Inpnanp) But, 

The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered and 

to. 


SUPERANNUATION B1L1. 
This Bill was redd & third tire and passed. 


EvIwENce BY COMMISSION Brinn. 
The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were corisideted ahd 
agreed to. 


+. 
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Communications, Correspondence; and 
Extracts. 


LEGAL HONOURS. 
To the Editor of Tuw Souicrrors’ JourNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER, E 
Sin,;—Seeing, in your number for the week before last; a letter 
on the subject of the honorary distinctions now conferred on 
law students by the Incorporated Society, I beg to express my 
hearty concurrence in the remarks of your correspondent, as 





| to the use by those who have obtained such distinctions of some 


affix to their names, and to suggest that steps shotild be takén 
forthwith (by petition or otherwise) to obtain some authorita- 
tive sanction thereof. 

Perhaps you will kindly give your aid to some ulate 
for this purpose, in which 1 for one shall have great pleasure in 
co-operating,—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

A Prizeman. 
UNANIMITY OF JURIES. 
To the Editor of Tu Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. P hei 4 

Sik,—Refetrring to the well-rierited defeat of Lord Carnp- 
bell’s Jury Bill, you will, I am sure, afford me an opportuni 
of making a suggestion likely to be of benefit to the public. _ 

I would suggest in a case where the jury cannot agrés aid 
are discharged, that the plaintiff should be at liberty inime- 
diately to re-enter the action for trial by a fresh jury, the 
witnesses being bound to attend the second trial upon notice. 
The defendant should be at liberty, if the action was not re- 
entered within ten days, to require the plaintiff to re-enter it, 
which, if not done within a limited period, the defendant to 
have judgment for his costs. ' P 

This would be a great saving of time and expense, and, 

rhaps, the means of preventing the wisdom of our forefathers 

ing quéstioned in that most glorious of all the institutions of 
the country—the trial by jury.—I am, Sir, your very o 
servant, A. 5S. M. 


BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ JouRNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER, Be 
_ Sik,—Obéerving in one of your numbers, that suggestions on 
the periding Bankruptcy Bills are invited, I beg to hand you 
the following copy of a letter to Mr. Headlam om the subject of 
proof of debts in bankruptcy, and of his reply.—Remaining, 
Sir, your most obedient servant, * : Sa 
CHARLES CLARIDGE Druce. 
10, Billiter-square, E.C., April 6, 1859. i 
Mar. 29, 1859, , 


Siz,—I trust you will allow me (as a solicitor 
mixed up in commercial matters) to suggest an 5 


uses regulati roof of debts in the Loi hancellor 
eal Bill, and that brought in by eet sone R 


and yourself. 









Sat 
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ese Bills, both providing for thé Yaluation afd proof oF 
agent de bts, equally fail to remedy a tng felt evil, that 
eget y to prove for unliquidated arnounts. 
er claims which are substantially for damages (as for 
or assault) should or tiot be proveable, or when, is a high 
cial qusetion, beyond ty ptovines to enter upon, but my 
expel ba 


} ee is, that all claims founded on contract should be 

proveable, 

“ht present a contingency may be estimated, but in many 
ase a re the liability of ihe bankrupt is Clear, and the figure 
of i witht a limited range, ascertainable, yet so long as it be 
unascertained, the technical objection remains. 

. ppepeee a merchant, by one contract, to order two cargoes 
from abroad, one of them to artrive and bé accepted, on the 
buyer's default the price can be proved; but if the other car, 
does not come forward for a month loiiger, during which the 
rice falls andthe buyer becomes bankrupt, the loss on the 
latter cargo, arising out of the same contract, but technically 


bo ke 


damages, js not proveable, 
_ A trader divested of all his assets, shotild, at any rate, be 
freed from all his liabilities not tortuous in their origin; it is 
unfair on him and on his subsequent creditors, that after leaving 
Basinghall-street, he or his future earnings Should be liable to 
answer a. preyions breach of contract, as in Green v, Bicknell 
(8 Adolphus k Ellis), for non-delivery of oil; as in Ex parte 
farrison (3 M, D. & D.), for uoh-completion of the purchase of 
4 ship; as in Woolley vy. Smith (4 Dow). & L.), for breach of a 
sharter-party, or for default ih kéepitig up a life policy ; a8 in 
ppin Vv. Field (4 Q, B.), and this while an average loss oi & 
sea policy is proyeable. 
_ On the other hand, the “ unliquidated ” creditors, who ¢ould 
equally have sued for the breach of contract, ought equally 
to get the dividend on their loss; the law excluding them is 
a a Plat 
In a case which we recently had to tianage of the suspen- 
sion of a firm in the linseed trade, a private arrangement, bene- 
ficial alike to the traders and the creditors, nearly fell through 
by reason of the firm giving I O U’s for claims for refusal to 
tuke the delivery of oil (in order to make them proveable); 
the holders of acceptances, and other creditors for liquidated 
amounts, threatened to put the debtors into the Gazette, to ex- 
clude these proofs for damages, and the I O U’s, without which 
the proofs were inadmissible. 

I, therefore, submit that“a glause should be added to which- 
eyer Bill may pass into law. That all bond fide demands based 
on contracts, the breach whereof may have happened, or be in 
the Commissioner’s opinion reasonably certain to happen, and 
whether or not complete before the bankruptcy should be 
proyeable, though not liquidated, leaving the Commissioner to 
assess the amount by valuation of factors, brokers, or actuaries, 
according to the nature of the case.—I am, Sir, your most 
obedient servant, CHARLES CLARIDGE Druce. 

T, E, Headlam, Eéq., M.-P. 


10, New-square, W.C , March 30th, 1859. 
_ Srp,—-I have read your letter carefully, and am much obliged 
to you for it, Iam inclined to agree with your conclusions, 
The Bill will be referred to a select committee—Yours 
obediently, T. E. Heapiam, 

C. ©, Druce, Esq. 

COUNTY CROWN ATTORNEYS. 

The following article we extract from the Upper Canada 
Law Journal :— 

On all sides we learn that the appointment of county Crown 
attornéys, or local Crown, officers; is proving a public benefit. 

Crime i8 an injury to the public, and its prevention an object 
of public importance. 

This béing the case, a due regard to the machinery used for 
the prevention of crime is an object of national importance. 
‘The law attaches certain punishments to certain offences, and 
courts are constituted for the trial of offences, but a super- 
inténding power is required, not only to see that the guilty are 
punished, but that theinnocent are not punished as guilty. 

The name of the Queen has, we fear, been too often invoked 
for the gratification of malice or the indulgence of private feel- 
ings of the worst kind, Oppression there has been in the name 
and dignity of a public prosecution, and all for the gratification 
of spite. This brings us to the fact that a controlling power is 
requisite; as much for the institution of criminal procedure as 
for. watching it when instituted. 

In different countries, though different machinery exists, the 
effect is substantially the same. In Ireland, in each county a 
local Crown solicitor is appointed; his salary is small; his duty 














is; itibiig other things, to conduct at qtiarter seddiviis proseet- 
tions cognisable by that Court. At the Assizes, the cae 
business is also, we  Bélieve, entrusted té Crown 

and Crown counsel—the fortner being paid by salary abd the 
latter by fees. In Scotlaiid; ptivate prosécutions aré”aliiést 
unknown to the law. Attached to évéry sheriff's Coutt there 
is ah Officét called the Proctitator- , whose duty it is t 
atténd to public prosécutions, and whose remiun is 
fees; among othér duties hé is réquired to rective i 0 
of offences, to prosecute suspected persons before & Mipistrath; 
and to artange, if necéssary, for prosecutidn before a highét 
tribunal; in thé latter case the whole of the evidenite i& Te- 
ported to the Crown counsel in Edinburgh, by whom all farther 
proceedings are conducted. At thé head of the Crown ¢otitisél 
is the Lord-Advocate, or stprétie publie aceuser. 

The system in Franée partakés moré or less of each of thé 
foregoing. The chief public prosecutor is the_Procureur- 
General, or Attorney-General; under him theré are avocats 
genereaux, or deputies. Attached to tribunals of simple police 
there are officers called commissaries of police, The great 
difference bétwééen the Frerich, the Scotch, and the Irish org: 
nisations is this, that in France, whenever the public prosecu- 
tor becomes aware Of a crime he is bound to bring the offender 
to justice, but in Scotland and Ireland a discretion may be 
exercised. 

Our reference to the systems prevailing ih European countries 
makes prominent one feature on which a differencé of bg orf 
exists, and that is, the mode of remuneration, whether by fixe 
salary or by fees. When payment is certain the temptation to 
neglect is great, but when payment is made to depend on the 
number of cases disposed of or amotint of Work done, the tém 
tation to the prosécution of trifling offetices is also great; “anh 
mode may be attended with evils, and neither is wholly free 
from objection. 

It only remains for us to glance at the systém prevailing M4 
Upper Canada, and to see how far it stands comparison wi 
the systems we have noticed. 

The public prosécutor here’ is the Attornéy-General, As 
he cannot be present everywhere at the same time, and as 
Conrts of oyer and termiier are opened in several places 
on the samé day, he has the. appointment of substitutés, or 
Crowh counsel. These counsel are not salaried officers, bu 
paid by fees; nor are they permanent officers, but appointed pro 
hac vice. In each county there is now a county Crown attorney; 
he is subject to the Attorney-General, and is in fact his local 
representative. His duties are manifold; such as to receive 
informations, depositions, &c.; to examine the same; to prosecute 
at courts of quarter sessions; to watch private prosecutions af 
the -sessions; to assist, if required, the Crown counsel 
courts of oyer and terminer; and, in the absence of Crown 
counsel, to conduct the Crown business at the assizes; to in- 
stitute and condtict certain proceedings before magistrates; to 
advise and instruct magistrates; and to recéive from deputy 
clerks of the Crown, clerks of county courts aiid registrars of 
sutrogate courts, fees due to the Fee Fund. 

The remuneratién partakes of the character of @ salary and 
of fees. There is a per-centage on moneys received on account 
of the Fee Fund, and fees for prosecutions at quarter sessions, 
but no fees for assisting Crown counsel, for advising magistrates, 
or for prosecuting cases before magistrates, or for other services 
which we need not notice. 

While approving of the inode of compensation—that is, 
salary, part fees—we cannot help thinking that a greater state 
of efficiency would be attained if some remuneration were pro- 
vided for every duty imposed. Hutnan nature is humat 
nature all the world over, and a lawyer cannot be expected to 
work without pay more tha& any other specimen of humanity; 
besides, it is to be remembered that the time required to 
given to the performance of a public duty is time taken from 
private practice, and ought accordingly to be paid for. The 
result is simply this, that the work for which no compensation 
is allowed will be shirked, and is shirked. 


The remedy is the application of compensation, or a fair re- 
muneration for services performed. The per-centage on fee- 
fund money is no more than a fair allowance for the responsi- 
bility enjoined; the fees for prosecutions at quarter sessions are 
only moderate allowances for services ‘ormed, and very 
moderate when it is considered that the county Crown attor- 
ney is debarred the privilege of accepting defences, against the 
Crown, And why should duties as important as either of the 
foregoing—such as that of advising magistrates, who greatly 
need advice; of prosécuting offences before magistrates where 
the attendance of trained skill may be greatly needed, and of 
getting up cases for Crown counsel at the assizes, who, not 
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being residents, much need the assistance—be without compen- 
sation? 


We think something ought to be done by the Government 
or by the Legislature towards remedying this defect. Until 
done, we feel satisfied that the organisation of the county Crown 
attorney system in Upper Canada will not be either as efficient 
or as complete as might be. Hitherto the institution has been 
upon its trial. It has been tried and is approved, Grand juries 
have made presentments in its favour, and the common sense 
of the country supports it. If then good and useful, why not 
make it thoroughly efficient, and, as far as human wisdom can 
foresee, complete? We believe that to give moderate fees for 
all services performed by county Crown attorneys is the only 
mode of obtaining that state of efficiency and completeness 
which we desire, and that a proposal to do so would be at 
present met in a spirit of moderation and candour. 





PROFESSIONAL REMUNERATION. 
(By Anprew Epear, Barrister-at-Law.) 


There can be little doubt that the mode in which law reform 
has hitherto been conducted in this country has been almost 
entirely empirical, and that it has consisted chiefly in the 
application of very obvious remedies to very obvious incon- 
veniences. Statistical information as to the operation of exist- 
ing laws has been wholly wanting, and recourse has but seldom 
been had to social or economical views in considering the 
various questions connected with the amendment of the law. 
The great bulk of the law reforms which have been accom- 
plished during the last thirty years have proceeded from law- 
yers, whose habits and characteristics are seldom such as to 
lead them to attempt anything beyond a modification of esta- 
blished forms and rules. 

We have now, however, arrived at a period in the progress of 
law amendment, when the question must be considered with 
reference to far higher and wider principles than have hitherto 
prevailed amongst law reformers. The subject is now attract- 
ing the interest of the public,.and they are not likely to be 
satisfied with any changes that fail to accommodate the law to 
the intellectual and social views of the present day. Of these 
views, none have a more powerful hold on the moreSintelligent 
portion of the community than the leading doctrines of political 
economy, which have now been removed from the field of argu- 
ment to that of experience. Now, not only does the old pro- 
tective spirit still linger in many nooks and corners of the law, 
but several important rules of our jurisprudence would be 
greatly modified by the application of sound economical princi- 
ples. It may, therefore, be fairly anticipated, that as law 
amendment becomes more popular, the doctrines which have 
been successfully applied to other subjects will be also brought 
to bear on this. 

The subject on which I now propose to make a few observa- 
tions is, perhaps, that which of all others most clearly illus- 
trates the manner in which the most obvious principles of 
economical science have been violated by the provisions of the 
law. The mode in which attorneys are remunerated for their 
services plainly arose in times when it was thought just and 
expedient to fix the wages of labour and the price of food, and 
has only received such modifications as have been necessary to 
suit the altered practice of modern times; but so far from being 
changed in its essential spirit, a recent statute—the Attorneys 
and Solicitors Act of 1843—has extended the system of fixed 
charges enforced by law to a large class of business—that of 
conveyancing—which before that time was left to the ordinary 
principle of demand and supply. 

For every species of professional business in which an attor- 
ney can be employed, the charges are fixed by authority. The 
attorney is strictly prohibited from charging at a higher rate 
than the tariff prescribes, and if he should attempt to do so, his 
bill will, on the application of the client, be reduced by an 
officer of the court to the regular amount. Except in a very 
few cases, no regard is had in taxing an attorney’s bill to the 
difficulty of the work he has performed, or to the responsibility 
he has incurred. The skill acquired by years of practice, the 
saving of trouble and expense by prudent negotiation, and the 
extent of benefit which the client may have received, are all 
valued by a mere mechanical standard, rigidly applied. It is, 
perhaps, not saying too much, that under such a system the 
best services are the worst paid for. 

But not only is the mode of payment bad, from the charges 
being of a fixed character and without reference to the real 
services performed, it is still more objectionable from the 
manner in which those charges are made up. The charges apply 
to each step in the work performed.’ Every kind of business is 


‘observed, in his great 





divided by a minute process into its component parts, and each 
of these is separately charged for. Thus, the preparation of a 
lease is charged for in distinct sums for attendances, wy 
drawing, copying, parchment, engrossing, stamping, &c.; 

the price put upon each of these items neither corresponds to 
its real or market value, nor is fairly proportioned to the others. 
In general it may be said, that the higher labour is for 
too low, and the mere mechanical labour and too 
high. To increase the evil still further, written documents are 
paid for with reference to the higher as well as the mere me- 
chanical labour, according to their length. The profits of an 
attorney are thus in @ great measure made to depend, not on 
his ability and energy, his knowledge of the law, and his skill 
in managing the business of his clients, but on the inferior ri 
of his labours, on the number of steps he can introduce into 
any proceeding, and on the length to which he can spin out the 
documents which he prepares. : 

Now, the natural result of such a system is, that, as legal 
practitioners must obtain something like a proper remunera- 
tion for their services, they are compelled, in cases where the 
scales do not afford ecpuget gre oye hang Pay Fos 
necessary work, to charge at the highest whi 
permit for work that is merely formal and mechanical, and even 
to do a great deal of work which is unnecessary, but which the 
scales allow them to charge for. As Lord Brougham justly 
on law reform in iui ba 
necessary consequence of not suffering an attorney to be pai 
what he ought to receive for certain things is, that he is driven 
to do a number of needless things which he knows are always 
allowed as a matter of course; and the expense is thus increased 
to the client far beyond the mere gain which the attorney 
derives from it.” The propriety of attorneys remunerating 
themselves in this manner has been frequently sanctioned by 
the Courts; and there can be little doubt that it is inseparable 
from any system of fixed fees resembling that which now pre- 
vails. But the evils of such a mode of obtaining adequate 
remuneration are enormous, leading, as it does, to an immense 
deal of unproductive labour, and affecting injuriously the admi- 
nistration of justice, and the whole of our legal g 
Its obvious tendency has been to make the law one great Cir- 
cumlocution Office. Prolix and unintelligible documents, com- 
plicated procedure, useless copies, superfluous attendances, 
formality upon formality, and step after step, tending to increase 
the law’s delay, are its necessary results. For all this the pro- 
fession is commonly blamed; but the real cause is the injurious 
mode of remuneration which obtains, under which it may be 
very safely asserted that the profession suffers as much as the 
public. Undoubtedly the views and sentiments of lawyers 
have been in a great measure accommodated to the system, 
or rather generated by it, and they are seldom aware how 
opposed it is to all sound economical principle, anid to their 
own real interests. It cannot be doubted, however, that 
the existing system of remuneration tends to lower the 
status of the profession, and to deprive it of many of its most 
valuable functions. With the vast and complicated system of 
jurisprudence which necessarily arises from the present state of 
society in this country, the most important social advantages 
would be derived from a greater facility in obtaining legal 
advice. But under the existing system of remuneration men 
are repelled from the lawyer’s office, except under the pressure 
of necessity. There can be no question, that much of the un- 
willingness to consult lawyers which undoubtedly exists, arises 
from a feeling of insecurity as to the consequences of such a 
step, and from the dread of litigation, which lawyers are con- 
sidered as having an interest in encouraging. If attorneys 
were remunerated in such a manner that their profits were 
clearly derived from their real services, this feeling would | 
and the relation between a most important body of men 
the public be altered for the better. 

The attempt to regulate the wages of labour has been long 
abandoned as unsound, and no principle of political economy 
rests on a more firm basis than that which condemns.all inter- 
ference with the natural relations between employers and em- 
ployed. There is no sufficient reason why the of thelaw 
should be made an exception to what has taken place in other 
employments. Attorneys do not vag Shere @ monopoly as 
eer ine it possible for them to impose own terms on the 
public, but are individually subject to a competition as keen 
and pervading as exists in any other pursuit. As officers 
the courts, it cannot be fairly considered that they id 
under such strict regulations as to their charges as at 
exist, and this character by no means determines the 
in which they stand with reference to their cliente at 
sent day. With regard to the nature of the work which 
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have to perform, there i8 nothing which renders it necessary to 
fix by law the rate of payment; and if for any items of legal 
work fixed charges would be most advantageous for all parties, 
experience would soon ascertain, under an open system, what 
services were the r subjects for such charges, and what 
the amount of a 9 should be. Under such a system 
the market value of the services of an attorney would as easily 
ascertain itself as in. the case of any other employment where 
skilled labour is per oa and the mode of ome, ch psa 
@ per-centage or otherwise, would speedily etermined on 
eons considerations of convenience. Nor would the public, 
when had once the remuneration of attorneys in their own 
hands, fail to acquire a much more adequate notion of the true 
value of legal services than is commonly possessed under the 
existing system, of which the object seems to be to hoodwink 
the client as much as to tie up the hands of the attorney, If 
the matter were put on a proper economical basis, it. may be 
safely 2 —looking to principles which are found opera- 
ve everywhere else—that the client would get more for his 
good money and the attorney be better paid for his real ser- 
vices. 


Nothing, indeed, can be more delusive as a protection to the 
client than the present system of taxation. “ So far,” said Mr. 
Lake, an eminent solicitor, in his examination before the Chan- 
cery Commission, “so far from the taxing of solicitors’ bills 

any protection, a knave can make out a better bill 
than an honest man. I will undertake to say that a knave 
might make. out a bill that no taxing-master could touch.” 
And so it is sure to be in every case where an artificial mode 
of payment is introduced instead of the natural one. The 
strict limitation of charges, and the appropriation of them to 
certain items, which was intended for tbe security of the em- 
ployer, is the very best device in the world for running up long 
bills and making overcharges safely. Whatever danger there 
ight bé under an open system, where a knave had a fool for 
his Client, the evil would be small indeed in comparison with 
that peg | from the present mode of remuneration, which in 
all cases affords the strongest temptation to take advantage of 
the client and the likeliest means of doing so. 


An approximation towards a better system has already been 
made in Scotland, where conveyancing business is paid for by 
@ per-centage on the value of the property dealt with. This 
is certainly a much more rational mode of paying for such 
hevinaee than according to the mere length of the deeds, As 

e legal agent in Scotland has thus no motive in such a case 
to go one hair's-breadth beyond what is strictly necessary, it is 
uni that agreements are frequently made for the Fa 
formance of the work at a lower rate than that sanctioned by 
law. .And this would, no doubt, be very commonly the case in 
every branch of legal business under any system which properly 

munerated the attorney for his real and necessary services, 

which allowed him to aim at expedition and conciseness. 
In some of the States of the American Union the remuneration 
of attorneys is left entirely open, and there the system of 
agreements has been generally adopted, and has been found to 
work most advantageously for all parties. 

Unquestionably a system entirely open, under which every- 
thing would find its proper level, and every service its proper 
price, would ulbichately prove the most complete remedy for 
the evils of which the public has long complained, and under 
which the profession has deeply suffered. But inasmuch as the 
adoption at once of an entirely new system might lead to much 
temporary inconvenience, and, perhaps, to some serious evils, 
somet in the nature of a compromise might be most prac- 
tically beneficial. It is submitted therefore— 

__ First, that in all cases where an agreement with reference to 
remuneration has been se nok bewnen an praegin and 
client, such agreement sho inding on the latter, as 
a ca the amount exceeds as where it is below what would 
allowed on taxation, unless he can show fraud on the part of 
attorney. 

Secondly, that the scales of costs for the different kinds of 
legal business should be formed on the principle of properly 
remunerating the attorney for his real services, and of paying 
him for what is merely mechanical and formal at its strict value. 

_ Lastly, that large discretionary powers .should, in all cases, 
he rats taxing-masters, SEE cofitehcs to the real value 
of the services rendered, and the responsibility incurred. 

A system of remuneration based on these general principles 
would, without violently disturbing existing interests by its 
sire y sie tl the evils which now press both on the 
Base one She Pegeenien- 





DEATH OF CHIEF JUSTICE EUSTIS . _. 

We take the following obituary of the late Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court of Louisiana from the Monthly Law Reporter, 
published at Boston, United States. This short notice of » 
life of so distinguished a man does not, we are informed, in 
least exceed his merits :— 

George Eustis was born in Boston, on the 20th of Ovtobér, 
1796, and was the son of Jacob and Elizabeth Gray Eustis: 
He received his education at the Boston schools and at Harvard 
College, where he graduated in 1815. Although good sche: 
lar, he neither sought nor gained very high college honouts; 
resembling in this many other eminent lawyers, whose rank in 
college was reversed by their rank in life. his cl 
mates were Professor Parsons, Dr. Palfrey, and P 
Sparks. With the former he formed a college friendship | 
continued through life. 

Soon after graduating he accompanied his uncle, Governor 
William Eustis, who was at that time appointed minister to the 
Hague, as his private secretary, and it. was while residing At. 
the Hague in this capacity that Judge Eustis began the study 
of the civil law, which he afterwards practised and adminis- 
tered with so much success. 

On his return from Europe,in 1819, he went to New Orléans, 
then almost a foreign city, and after completing his pr ona 
studies there, began the practice of the law. The bar of New 
Orleans had at this time a high reputation for learning and 
ability. Judge Eustis’s success was, however, rapid: and. edm- 
plete, and was due entirely to his learning and, mental vigour, 
and not to the use of any of those arts of the advocate by 
which rapid success is often gained. Clear, direct, logical, and 
sensible as a speaker, he was soon known as a thorough lawyer 

He held successively the offices of Attorney-General, Seere- 
tary of State, President of the Board of Currency, and in 1839 
was appointed Judge of the Supreme Court; but resigned that. 
office in the following year to travel abroad—not, however, 
until he had shown a capacity for its duties which made his 
loss felt. 

In 1846, when the Supreme Court of Louisiana was. reor- 
ganised under the new constitution of that year, Judge Eustis 
was appointed Chief Justice, and continued to hold offic 
during the existence of that constitution; but when, in 1853, 
the new constitution provided for the election of judges by . 
the people, he retired from the bench, and declined to be 
a candidate for election, because he was unwilling to hold the 
office by the new tenure. He had used his influence erg 
this change in the tenure of judicial office, and the event has 
more than justified every fear which he then expressed. 

The objection to this change in the mode of choosing Judges 
does not seem to be so much that the people cannot be trusted 
to make the choice, as that the selection is in fact put in the 
hands of irresponsible party-leaders, and the office made the 
ae of political ambition, or a reward for political . 30. 

ut the larger objection is, that the judge who hélds his 
at the popular will, loses his independence and firmness at 
every time of popular excitement, and is so fettered by the 
tenure, that he is least free and most weak when freedom and 
strength are most needed. ‘The practical working of this pro- 
vision for the election of judges by the people has furnished a 
new and unfortunate illustration of the old and always unsafe 
maxim, “ Communis error facit jus.” 

Judge Eustis returned to the bar, and entered at once 
a very large practice, furnishing s striking instance of, what is 
so rare, a second success as a lawyer, after remaining many 

ears upon the bench, This success was undoubtedly due to 
his great mental and physical vigour, which remained t 
paired by age or disease up to the time of the illness, b 
resulted in his death at New Orleans on the,22nd of December 


last. 
This outline of Judge Eustis’s career is all that we can givé; 
and, indeed, the life of a or ul lawyer has gee’ end 
of incident, that more is perhaps unnecessary. 
was a lawyer to the exclusion of every other pursuit. He had 
no taste for politics, and never attempted to gain political 
honours. Indeed, one of his great merits as a lawyer was hi 
indifference to applause or public opinion, and his devotion to 
law as a science. He knew little of a case, except the law o 
it, but that he kuew thoroughly. , 
It is to his career, upon the bench, however, that we miust 
look for the full illustration of those qualities which give Ji 
Eustis a claim to a high place among the jurists of 3 
He united, in a very rare degree, integrity, fearl and an 
intuitive sense of justice, with a thorough and ear a know- 
ledge of the law, and an absolute independence. His adminis- 
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tration of the law was therefore full of dignity and impartia- 
lity, and his keen intellect and abundant learning give an 
authority and value “A his judicial decisions, which entitle them 
to the’ highest’ He was accustomed to refer to the 

of those decisions as containing the only evidence which 
would remain of his culture and training, and many of the 
decisions are models of the clear and concise exposition of legal 
principles, and show extraordinary power of logic and state- 
ment. Questions of a political and popular character are 
treated as if they involved no such considerations, and as if 
their decision would have no wider results than upon the case 
actually decided 

But how fies traces of the best part of a judge's usefulness 
can be preserved. The constant and silent influence of cha- 
racter; the trained sagacity which seizes upon the true principle 
of a case, and with ready learning applies and enforces it, and 
which enables a presiding judge to despatch business rapidly, 
and to give to the parties a certain remedy, promptly and with- 
out delay,—these are not recorded. It was his impatience of 
delay and of long and useless discussion, which led Judge 
Eustis, at. times, to go perhaps too far in repressing discussion. 
This was a fault, if it be one, which he shared with Chief 
Justice Parsons, and which could not but make him somewhat 
unpopular. But promptness, self-reliance, and inflexibility are 
such infrequent judicial virtues, that we can pardon their occa- 
sional excess. 

Although Judge Eustis was always devoted to the law, and 
had few interests outside of tne profession, yet he was a gentle- 
man of general culture and accomplishment, and in social life he 
had ‘great power. His fine manners, great fund of conversation 
and .anecdote, his humour, practical sagacity, and common 
sense, made him a most agreeable and entertaining companion. 
But his chief excellence undoubtedly was, that he was always 
devoted to the study and practice of the law as one of the first 
and noblest of human sciences; and it was to this science that 
he gave all his best powers. "He was a lawyer who respected 
his profession, and who had cultivated and trained his legal 
reason until he attained an almost unerring sense of justice, 
which is the best result of legal study. 


The writer recollects a very striking conversation about three 


years since with Judge Eustis, which suggests the same idea of 


the true strength of a lawyer. The name of a distinguished 
man, then filling a high official station, having been mentioned, 
Judge Eustis was asked whether he was a “good lawyer.” 
Judge Eustis turned, and with great emphasis replied, “A good 
lawyer! No, sir; no man can be a good lawyer who has not 
a nice sense of what is true, honourable, and right. Law is a 
science of approximation; but approximation to what? To 
what is just, true, and right. Now, in the treatment of a legal 
question of any difficulty, where the lines are not plainly drawn, 
where is the man who has no correct appreciation of these ? 
He is completely lost. If you could add to his ability, applica- 
tion, learning, and power, this sense of justice and right, what 
a man he would be !” 


We are sorry to give so faint a picture of one of whom our 
recollections are so vivid and agreeable; but his presence and 
conversation cannot be recorded, and must be trusted where 
they will live—in the memory of his friends. He will be re- 
membered and honoured as a judge who, in the words of our 
own declaration of rights, was “as free, impartial, and inde- 
pendent as the lot of humanity will admit.” 


~~ 
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Lorp CAMPBELL ON MARRIAGE WiTH A DECEASED WIFr’s 
Sister.—Lord Campbell writes to the Scotsman, regretting 
that his judicial duties on the Midland Circuit prevented his 
being present at the debate in the House of Lords on the seeond 

‘reading of the Bill for legalising marriages between widowers 
and the sisters of their deceaséd wives. His Lordship says:— 
“T should have been proud during the debate to have pro- 
claimed the abhorrence with which almost universally this 
inhovation is viewed in my native country. Although Scvt- 
land was not included in the Bill, Scotland did well to petition 
against it: for an additional objection to it was, that it proposed 
to establish a different law as to the essentials of the marriage 
contract in different parts of the United Kingdom; and if the 
Bill were to pass, Scotland could not long maintain her exist- 
ing cherished law against incestuous marriages, which I believe 
to be agreeable to Scripture, which is sanctioned by the Con- 
fession of Faith, and by a Scottish Act of Parliament, and 
which is so highily conducive to the purity and happiness of 
domestic life.” 





The Provinces. 


Bristot.—Death of Joseph Grace Smith, Esq.—It is with 
much regret that we have to record the decease of the above 
much-respected gentleman, who expired at his residence, Wink- 
field-house, near Trowbridge, on Saturday last, in the 71st year 
of his age. Mr. Smith was formerly well known in this city 
and neighbourhood, as the leader of our local bar. He was a 
man of undoubted ability, an excellent lawyer, a good advo- 
cate, and, what is more, of the highest sense of honour. For 
many years he was judge of the Bath District of County Courts, 
the duties: of which he discharged to the satisfaction of 
all,- Mr. Smith was son of the late Joseph Smith, Esq., and 
brother to Nathaniel Smith, Esq., the eminent surgeon, of 
Clifton, and he was the father of Mr. P. A. Smith, now practising 
as a barrister in this city.—Bristol Mercury. 


LivERPOoL.—Jurisdiction of the Court.—T. 8. .Perrington, 
second officer of the U.S. ship “ Samaritan,” was charged with 
having assaulted William Campbell, a coloured seaman on 
board the same vessel, and done him grievous bodily-harm. It 
appeared that, according to the Ordnance map, the spot where 
the ship was said to be lying at the time the assault was com- 
mitted was at least 600 yards on the Cheshire side of the 
county of Lancaster. His Lordship, therefore, ruled that the 
case did not come within the jurisdiction of the Court, and 
directed the jury to acquit the prisoner, who was then dis- 
charged. 

MANCHESTER.—We learn that there are upwards of one 
hundred designs for the proposed Manchester assize courts sent 
in to the committee appointed to decide upon the respective 
merits of the candidates.—Manchester Examiner, 


The Landed Estates and Registry Bill of the Town Council.— 
A notice had been placed on the paper, by Mr. Janion, in 
reference to this Bill, which, in consequeuce of the dissolution 
of Parliament, is not likely to be proceeded with—The Town 
Clerk explained that such a Bill would operate dangerously in 
Manehester, where there was a largenumber of chief-rents. The 
Solicitor-General had pointed out the difficulty, and the pro- 
moters could not suggest a remedy for it. The owner of pro- 
perty upon chief land might register his property as’ free from 
chief, and if the owner of the chief did not enter a caveat, he 
might be deprived of it. The Council could therefore scarcely 
allow such a Bill to pass that would have such results. 


Norwicu.—Payment of Witnesses—The Lord Chief Baron, 
in summing up in a charge of rape, made the following 
remarks:—A policeman, who might possibly have given im- 
portant evidence in support of this charge, has not been here 
to give that evidence. He lives at a considerable distance from 
this place, and it is said that the present scale of allowances 
made to witnesses in criminal trials is wholly inadequate to 
insure their attendance. I allude to this in order that these 
remarks may reach the ears of the Secretary of State. I wish 
what I now say to be heard beyond the precincts of this court. 
Complaints have been loud and general, and, I believe, well 
founded, not only all round this circuit, but on others, that the 
expenses allowed to witnesses are not sufficient to ensure the 
due administration of justice. Crimes remain unpunished be- 
cause prosecutors and witnesses will not put themselves to the 
expense of coming, the allowance made to them being wholly 
inadequate. If an application had been made to me in this 
case, | would have made an order for the attendance of the. 
policeman.—'The prisoner was convicted of the offence, and 
sentenced to penal servitude for fifteen years. 


YORKSHIRE.— Payment of Witnesses.—The General Quarter 
Sessions for the West Riding of this county was held on 
Monday last. The Hon. Edwin Lacelles took ‘the chair, 
supported by a numerous attendance of magistrates. The 
Rev. J. A. Rhodes stated, that, with reference ‘to the rules 
and regulations recently prepared, relative to the allowances to 
prosecutors and ‘witnesses in felonies and misdemeanours, in 
the latter end of 1857 a good deal of anxiety was felt upon this 
subject, and the Police Committee were instructed to make out 
a scale of fees, such as they thought would be acceptable and 
useful to the county. They did so, and after it had received 
the sanction of the Court at Wakefield, in January, it was for- 
warded to the Secretary of State for the Home Deparjment for 
his approval. They had not since received any communication 
upon that proposed scale; but in February last the Secretary 
of State issued a printed scale. That scale was considered un- 
satisfactory; and, acting under an order of quarter sessions, the 
Police Committee made certain alterations, us submitted them 
to the Secretary of State. No communication was made in 
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reply, and at present they were bound by the printed scale 
which the Secretary of State had sent throughout the kingdom. 
In consequence of the recommendation given at the Pontefract 
sessions, the Police Committee entered upon the investigation 
of the subject, with the view of ascertaining the opinion’ 
entertained of the scale in the West Riding. Mr. Marsden, 
the solicitor to the Riding, and Colonel Cobb, also’ insti- 
tuted inquiries, and it became clear that the dissatisfaction 
of the public was general. - The Act of Parliament recognised 
the claims of prosecutors and witnesses, by providing for their 
payment and compensation when giving evidence; and as com-. 
pensation was rather a loose term, it specified that the expenses 
should include trouble and loss of time. That referred both to 
witnesses and to prosecutors, and he might remind them that 
it was really the public, through the Crown, who prosecuted, 
the name of the person robbed being merely used as represent- 
ing the Crown, and he was therefore as much a witness as any 
one else. No doubt’ there were persons who came forward 
purely as a matter of duty to the public; but this was not 
general; and when they considered that robberies were gene- 
rally committed upon persons in the lower ranks of life, it was 
too much to ask that they should not only sacrifice their time 
and trouble, but also a portion of their expenses. He concluded 
by moving the following resolution, which was carried unani- 
mously :— 

That this Court do report to the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, that the present scale of allowance to prosecutors and wit- 
nesses in criminal prosecutions is unsatisfactory and inadequate, aid has 
led to the withholding and suppression of evidence on prosecutions, and to 
the escape of offenders from punishment. 

Payment of Coroners by Salaries.—Mr. T. H. Ingham directed 
the attention of the Court to the feeling at present existing 
between the magistrates and the coroners as to the payment of 
the latter body. That dispute, which was most unseemly and 
(individually he thought) mischievous, had been going on for 
nearly three years. He was aware that the Court had adopted 
the proceedings by confirming them, and he withdrew any 
reflection upon'the committee. By the course which had been 
pursued, they had taken upon themselves to dictate to the 
coroners in what cases they should hold inquests. It had been 
alleged, as a reason for the alteration which had been made, 
that inquests had been monstrously multiplied of late years in 
the West Riding, which he denied. No doubt economy was at 
the bottom of this alteration, but like the economy in the fees 
of witnesses, it was very questionable in its results. This 
system was degrading the office; and he read the letter of Mr. 
Baker declining to be put in nomination for the vacancy in the 
coronership of Middlesex, on the death of his father, because of 
the interference of the magistrates, to show that it was ceasing 
to be an object of ambition to honourable and independent 
men. It might be urged, he said, that if coroners were paid by 
salaries, they would not discharge their duties so efficiently, 
but such an argument was an insult to gentlemen of their 
character and position. He concluded by moving— 

That it is desirable to pay coroners by salaries instead of fees; and that 


@ memorial to the retary of State be now adopted expressing that 
opinion, and that the Government will be pieased to take the 


matter into consideration. 
The motion was carried with only two dissentients. 

It was also resolved, that the Michaelmas Quarter Sessions 
now holden at Knaresborough be discontinued, and the business 
transacted at Leeds. 


-< 
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TRUSTEESHIP—AS IT IS, AND AS IT SHOULD BE. 


The difficulty of inducing eligible persons to accept the 
troublesome and responsible position of trustee is increasing, 
and is becoming an evil of magnitude. Family arrangements 
and testamentary dispositions are constantly delayed or 
thwarted, in consequence of the natural unwillingness of all 
men of sense and discretion to subject themselves to the opera- 
tion of all the complex and perilous rules from time to time 
laid down by the Court of Chancery for the guidance of trus- 
tees, Were.even those rules and principles plainly and suc- 
cinctly stated, so that a knowledge of them could with mo- 
derate labour be acquired, the grievance might be more toler- 
able. But as it is, they can only be hunted out and extracted 
from among piles of treatises and reports—some of them from 
the conflicting decisions of equity judges, some of them even 
from mere dicta of perhaps doubtful authority. That men 
should be unwilling to accept such a laborious, and even 
dangerous post as that of trustee, in cases where the trusts are 


numerous, and promise to be long continuing, involves no im- 
putation on their good-natured generosity. Many a man is 
willing enough to undertake hard work gratuitously, where he 
is able beforehand to estimate the amount, and all ‘the conse- 
quences of it. - But the trustee cannot do so; he cannot even 
be sure that-his' own affairs will not, after his death, as well as 
during his life, be complicated by his connection with the trust. 
A Chancery suit, and an adverse decree, cannot be rendered an 
impossible result, even by the exercise of any amount of care 


‘and forethought. ‘To be perfectly safe, the trustee must have 


a superhuman accuracy and attention, and a vast knowledge of 
law, or must be under the guidance of professional advisers, 
who are fortunate enough to be always quite right in their con- 
clusions. . We firmly believe that, were some of the severest of 
the doctrines of the Court of Chancery publicly understood, no 
persons would consent to act as trustees, except in the most 
simple cases; and trusts would then have to be ini 

by the Court itself, or not at all. 

The maxims acted on by the equity judges in dealing with 
trustees must be regarded as based upon a kind of optimism, 
quite inapplicabie to the affairs of daily life. Every trustee is 
expected not only to know perfectly a most difficult branch of 
jurisprudence, but to bestow upon his charge an amount of care 
and labour greater than any that he would ordinarily bestow 
on his own affairs. He must, for example, invest on certain 
securities, and must avoid other securities, even though he con- 
sider some of them perfectly safe. He must’in some cases 
change the very securities selected by his settlor- or testator, 
and he will be liable for any loss sustained through what the 
Court regards as an improper investment; and, worst of all, if 
a loss accrue on one such transaction, and a profit‘on another, 
he cannot set off the one against the other—the rule being that 
all profit belongs to the trust estate, while all loss must be 
borne by the trustee. Another hardship is,-that it is-not ac- 
cepted as an excuse“that the trustee acted‘in good faith, and 
was fortified in the course he took by. the advice of counsel. 
Finally, however large be the property entrusted : to his: care, 
and however onerous and troublesome his position, he is allowed 
no remuneration for his labour and loss of time. If he be a 
solicitor, he can charge the estate with costs out of pocket only; 
or if he be one of a firm of solicitors, and’ that. firm: transacts 
business connected with the trust, costs out-of pocket only can 
be charged. 

That this state of things calls imperatively for a change, few 
can doubt. The nature of the alterations will be more liable 
to dispute. There is admittedly some danger in relaxing those 
strict rules which compel trustees to fulfil their duties at once 
carefully and ‘gratuitously. But there is before us but a choice 
of evils; and the greatest possible’ evil is that which is now 
existing and daily augmenting—a state of the law which 
renders prudent men unwilling to become trustées. 


A proposition has been recently renewed—for it is not quite 
a new one—to have an official trustee appointed by statute. 
But it has been well shown* that the plan is an impracticable 
one, and would, if adopted, do nothing towards removing the 
real difficulties which beset the question. 

About two years since, a Bill was introduced by Lord St. 
Leonards to amend the law relating to trustees. It was a far 
better attempt at legislation than any that had previously 
emanated from that eminent authority; and the question. is, 
Why it was not proceeded with ? An outline of it is given on 
page 175 of the “ Handy--book,” and the only amendment there 
required, as far as we can judge, is one protecting the trustee, 
who acts bona fide, on the advice of any counsel isi 
in the Courts of Equity. The monopoly of the six convey- 
ancing counsel not being one which requires extension. 


But this abandoned scheme, excellent as far as it 
short of allowing the trustee any recompense for his i 
ture of time and pains. A proposition lately made, albeit 
one to which Lord St. Leonards would strongly object, to 
enable the Court to fix a remuneration for the trustee, 
whenever the settlor or testator has omitted to do so, 
appears to be a most excellent one, and our present object 
is to remind solicitors of it ; and also to remind them that 
this question is one which it-is important to keep before the 
attention of the Legislature, with a view of passing such a 
measure as may enable them to bring their superior knowledge 
and fitness for the office into more general use. For what does 
the peculiar training of a solicitor fit him if not for the: dis- 
charge of administrative duties requiring exactness, aptness for 
business, and a knowledge of the rules of equity? and yet by 
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439 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Abhi 9, Yaad, 





the operation of this honorary crotchet, solicitors are, to a great 
extent, excluded from the management of trusts. 

The true solution of the,difficulty is, then, to be found in a 
measure which shall embody the trustee-protection clauses of 
‘Lord St. Leonards’ Bill, and also shall enable the Court of 
Chancery to sanction the professional employment of solicitors 
in the management of trust estates. From the last-mentioned 
change in the law one indirect result would be gained, and one 
of no small importance. The remuneration to be fixed by the 
Court should be a per-centage, having regard not only to the 
extent of the trust property, but to the trouble and skill 
required for its management. This would be a rational mode 
of assessing the value of professional services; and its intro- 
duction would sooner or later put an end to the present system 
of payment by the length of documents, with all its incongrui- 
ties and absurdities. The employment of solicitors as trustees, 
on a rational scheme of remuneration, would be, in political 
phrase, the “small end of a wedge,” from which a total change 
in the system of professional payment would be nearly certain 
to result. But reverting to the direct and immediate conse- 
quences of the change proposed, we doubt not that solicitors 
would find themselves very generally called on to act as 
trustees; and while this would prove advantageous to them as 
a class, it would prove still more so to the public at large, who 
would appreciate the advantages of the change of system. At 
present it is hard enough to induce any one to become a trustee, 
and almost impossible to procure the services of a thoroughly 
competent and able man. The only effectual remedy will be 
the relaxation of the stringent rules of equity, so far as to pro- 
tect the honest trustee, and, combined with this, such a scheme 
of remuneration as will secure the services of the most 
thoroughly eligible men who could be found to discharge the 
duties of the office. 

LANDED ESTATES COURT. 

William C. E. Dobbs, Esq., Q.C., M.P., has been appointed one 
of the judges of the Landed Estates Court, in the room of the 
late Judge Martiey. This appointment will, we make no doubt, 
give equal satisfaction to the profession and the public. Mr. 
Dobbs is a barrister of twenty years’ standing, has had vast 
experience on questions of title, and is, therefore, peculiarly 
fitted for the situation to which the Lord-Lieutenant has just 
appointed him. The new judge is a distinguished scholar, and 
a man of bland and courteous manners, and is, in fact, in every 
way qualified for the high office to which his merits have 
raised him. By the elevation of Mr. Dobbs to the} bench, a” 
vacancy occurs in the representation of Carrickfergus, for 
which borough Mr. Dobbs was returned at‘ the last general 
election, in opposition to Mr. Macdonogh, Q.C.—Mail,: 








THe Penix Sociery.—The conduct of the Crown in 
setting aside every Catholic, when a jury was being empanelled 
to try the prisoner Daniel Sullivan, has excited, as was natural, 
a yery strong feeling of indignation amongst the inhabitants of 

is town. The position of the jurors who were thus sum- 
marily ordered to “stand by ”—all of them being men of the 
highest respectability—has led to the conclusion that their re- 
ligion formed the sole ground of their exclusion. The result 
is felt deeply by every Catholic who has been made acquainted 
with it, and by none more so than by the jurors who were madé 
the objects of this unwise proceeding. ‘So strong is the feeling 
on the subject that a requisition is now in course of signature 
for a county meeting to protest against the conduct pursued by 
the Crown. We understand that this requisition has already 
beén signed by all the Catholic clergy and by a large number 
of the Catholic gentry in the neighbourhood of Tralee, Killer- 
glin, and Miltown.—Freeman’s Journal. 

Dears or Joun Cusack, Esq.—We regret to have to an- 
nounce the death, on March 25, at his residence, Roscommon, at 
the age of 60, John Cusack, Esq., solicitor, grandson of Andrew 
Cusack, Esq., of Philpotstown, county Meath, and of Rock- 
field, county Roscommon. For many years deceased had been 
# leading member of his profession, and had been professionally 
connected with many of the most extensive landed properties in 
this country. While he always continued to enjoy the love and 
blessings of the poor, he had been through life deservedly 
respected by the members of the bar as well as by his own 
profession, and had been held in high and just esteem by the 
noblemen and gentlemen of the county. His experience in 
public affairs, and his conciliatory manners, rendered him also 
a very. useful member of our town council, where he always 
evinced a strong desire for the interests of Roscommon.— 
Roscommon M: 
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A Treatise on the Construction of the Statute of Frauds, ab tm 
force in England and the United States. By Caust#N Browne, 
Esq., Counsellor-at-Law. Boston: Little, Brown, & Co, 1887, 


We entirely concur in the observation with which the author 
of this work commences his preface, that no apology is neces. 
sary for the appearance of a practical treatise on the Statute of 
Frauds. A book of the kind has long been a desideratum here, 
and the present volume is all the more welcome for including 
the American decisions, as well as those of our own Courts. 
is rather strange that a similar work should not have been pro 
duced long since by some English lawyer, but the fact is, that, 
although the statute is discussed in a multitude of works, some. 
times in its bearings on real property, and at others in its, rela- 
tion to personal contracts, no treatise has yet occupied the 
position to which Mr. Browne’s work aspires. 


Never was a statute so mercilessly handled by judicial autho- 
rities as this same Statute of Frauds. Pushed sometimes to a: 
rigorous severity, relaxed at othersalmost to nothingness, strained 
by courts of law, and occasionally all but repealed by courts of 
equity, it has-become almost impossible to reduce to any intel- 
ligible principles, either the clumsy clauses of the Act itself, or the 
fluctuating comments of the judicial Bench. In one volume 
of reports wé may find the most extravagant laudations of the 
policy of the statute ; in another, we stumble upon what looks 
like absolute condemnation finding vent in a resolution to 
shuffle out of the prohibitions of the Legislature, and fritter 
away such meaning as the letter of the law conveys. The 
have always been two parties entertaining diametrically opposite 
views as to the wisdom of this famous statute, the concoction 
of which —sometimes ascribed to Hale and Jenkins — was 
claimed by Lord Nottingham for himself, Mr. Browne stoutly 
defends the policy of requiring, in certain cases, the exclusion 
of oral testimony, and regards the statute as a monument of 
profound practical wisdom. ‘These opinions have made him a 
more zealous, and probably a fitter, commentator than, if he 
had adopted more moderate views; but we cannot pretend to go 
along with the author in his admiration of this piece of antiquated 
legislation, ‘The whole tendency of modern improvements in 
the administration of justice has been dead against the prin- 
ciple of the Statute of Frauds. ‘The old doctrine was, that all 
but the most unexceptionable evidence ought to be absolutely 
rejected by a court of justice, Accordingly, it was thought 
better to go without evidence altogether than to listen to the 


tale of an interested person; and it was quite consistent with 


this notion that the proof of contracts, the nature of which 
opened the door to misstatements, should be restricted to docu- 
mentary evidence. The modern Benthamite theory of evidence 
is, to admit every kind of information by which the truth may 
be got at, leaving it to a jury to weigh the credibility of a wit- 
ness, who may have a strong interest to distort the truth, and 
@ convenient opportunity to disguise it. The same principle, 
which permits a party to give evidence in his own cause, ren 

it equally imperative to listen to testimony, whether oral or 
written, though not without giving due weight to the superidr 
certainty of documentary proof. We. believe, therefore, that 
the repeal of the Statute of Frauds will, sooner or later, follow 
as the necessary corollary of the modern enactments on the sub- 
ject of judicial proof. But for the present, and, perhaps, for a long 
time to come, a commentary on the statute is an absolute 
necessity for lawyers, and one which can best be supplied by a 
writer who, like Mr. Browne, believes in the text upon which 
he preaches. Of the manner in which the author has _per- 
formed his task, we are glad to bé able to speak in 
favourable terms. We miss some English decisions, which 
ought to have appeared in a work published in the year 
1857 ; but some allowance is to be made in this respect 
for an American author, the more especially ashe | 
pears in general to have collated our cases with much ail. 
gence. 

We will select one or two topics which hava been a 
good deal discussed within the last few years as ing a fair 
test of the author’s performance. One of these ghall be that 
perennial source of litigation, the qugstion, what connection 
between different documents is necessary in order that they 
may be read together as one memorandum, so as to give to, the 
signature on any one of them the effect of; bringing the whole 
within the requirements of the statute. This important point 
is discussed in the 17th chapter, on “ The Form of the ea 
randum’—rather briefly, but not inaccurately. Mr.’ Browne 
states the general rule, that “ the mutual relation-of the several 





The Kerry Post. estimates that it will take £15,000 to cover 
the expense of prosecuting the whole of the Tralee prisoners. 








writings relied upon must appear upon their face, and cannot 
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be established by parol ” and cites Clinan v. Cooke, 
v. Drummond, and the most important of that line 
of cases. He adds this necessary qualification to the broad 
rule:—“ It would seem, however, to be not entirely clear that, 
of the several writings relied upon as forming the memorandum, 
one must refer specifically to the other, although several of the 
cases state the rule in general terms to that effect.” It is easy 
see Mr. Browne disapproves of this relaxation, which, 
worshipper of the statute, is nothing less than 
. But he states the result of the cases with great 
Thus we find due attention given to Allen v. Bennett, 
Memorandum of sale of “8 cwt. of fine 
” was held to be sufficiently connected with a letter 
t referring to the express contract, or in terms to 
contract at all, merely said, “ The 8 cwt. of fine shag 
I wish immediately forwarded.” Johnson v. Dodgson 
well-known hop case) is also stated with all fairness, 
although, it must be owned, very difficult to understand how 
the fact of two writings pointing to the same or similar subject- 
matter, can make them in strictness part of the same memio- 
randum. But there is one recent decision on this point which 
is, the most important of all, and which has escaped 
’ Mr. Browne’s vigilance. This is Ridgway v. Wharton, where 
the point arose in this way:—A verbal treaty between lessor’s 
agent and lessee for a renewed lease—then a letter from 
lessee asking for a draft of agreement—then an answer 
from lessor’s agent, stating that instructions had been 
i to lessor’s attorney to prepare a draft ent. 
There was nothing in the letter to show that these instructions 
were in writing, but,-in point of fact, written instructions had 
been given. It was held that the paper of instructions was 
sufficiently connected with the letter to be admissible under 
the Statute of Frauds. The case is remarkable for the vicissi- 
tudes which it encountered—first, a judgment by Stuart, V.C., 
that the Statute of Frauds presented no difficulty at all ; next, 
a decision by Cranworth, L. C., overruling the Vice-Chancellor, 
and holding the statute not to be satisfied; finally, the decree 
affirmed on a totally different ground by the House of Lords, but 
the doctrine of Lord Cranworth, as Chancellor, repudiated by 
himself in the Lords, with the concurrence of the other Law 
Lords. A decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
much to the same effect (Salmon Falls Co. v. Goddard, 
14 How. 446) is, however, added to the authorities cited by our 
author, and it would not be just to condemn very severely his 
omission of so recent a case as that of Ridgway v. Wharton. 
Another subject that will serve as a touchstone for our 
author is part-performance, and herein especially part-perform- 
ance as contracts. “ Verbal Contracts en- 
forced in Equity ots the Footing of this 19th chapter. This is 
rather difficult. ground for a writer who swears by the statute, 
the undeniable fact being, that in certain cases, where the 
statute would work intolerable injustice, equity has, in a round- 
about. evasive fashion, repealed it absolutely. One branch of 
this equitable interference is treated of in an earlier chapter— 
that of equitable mortgages by deposit of title-deeds. The 
whole of this doctrine is a flagrant defiance of the statute in 
the interests of justice; and our author states it rather curtly, 
consoling himself with the reflection, that it has been condemned 
by the most eminent re oy judges (condemned that is in 
law, not in justice), and it does not generally prevail in 
America. New York is said, on the authority of an assistant 
Vice-Chancellor, to have pronounced against it. South Caro- 
lina and Mississippi, on the other hand, follow the convenient, 
but rather audacious precedent of Russell v. Russell (1 B. C. C. 
269), by which this inroad into the statute was made in Eng- 
land. Apparently in Kentucky, and clearly in formalist Penn- 
sylvania, the strict letter of the law is obeyed. vse - equit- 
able mortgage irregularity, our author has no wo! excuse, 
but the part-performance heresy is so well established, both 
here and in America, that he deems it necessary, if possible, to 
justify it on strict principles. He accepts Lord Mansfield’s 
dictum, that “in cases of fraud, equity should relieve even 
the words of the statute;” but he insists, at the same 
on the rather imcomprehensible distinction under which 
that eminent and adventurous judge sheltered himself, viz. that 
there is no fraud, only relying upon the honour 
of the defendant, equity will not interfere.” Most persons 
agree with Mr. Justice Story’s opinion, that the distinc- 
worthless, a mere refuge of the Court when resolved 
do justice in one flagrant class of cases, though not 
enough to set at nought the statute in others, which 
really cognate. Mr. Browne, however, holds by the 
distinction, and argues his case as well as it 
admits of being argued. Part-performance is thus reduced to 
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ac’se of fraud in inducing a party to a verbal contract to pre- 
judice himself in the faith that the contract will be kept. - All 
this is very much in harmony with the authorities which are 
amply and effectively quoted. With respect to verbal ante- 
nuptial marriage contracts followed by acts of performance or 
part performance, we find all the authorities, from Dundas v. 
Dutens, where Lord Thurlow said, that a post-nuptial settle- 
ment reciting a verbal ante-nuptial agreement was good against 
creditors, down to Lassence v. Tierney, are duly marshalled and 
fairly commented on. But the argument would have been fur- 
ther strengthened if the recent case of Warden v. Jones had 
appeared in time to find a place in the work. The American 
authorities seem also to agree with the modern cases here in 
their tendency to repudiate Lord Thurlow’s dictum. 

On one point the author states the law in a manner which is 
certainly not correct at this time in England. It is well known 
that a defendant, if he admits the contract, must expressly 
claim the benefit of the statute by plea or answer, or else will 
be precluded from that defence. But the case of Ridgway v. 
Wharton decided that where the agreement was denied it was 
not necessary or proper expressly to claim the benefit of the 
statute. Mr. Browne, relying mainly on the case of Skinner v. 
M'‘Douall (2 D. G. & Sin. 265), leads his readers to believe that 
it is necessary to refer to the statute as well when the agree- 
ment is denied as when it is admitted—a conclusion which he 
would probably have modified if he had chanced to come across 
the decision which we have mentioned, and which appeared 
(though not in its final shape in the regular House of Lords 
reports) before this volume was published. This is the only 
material exception that we have discovered to the general accu- 
racy of the treatise, and we have no doubt that it may be safely 
relied on as a correct summary of the English decisions. Of 
the completeness of its references to the American reports we 
do not venture to pronounce an opinion, but Mr. Browne has 
shown so much familiarity with what he must look upon as 
foreign reports, that we cannot have much: hesitation in trust- 
ing implicitly to his account of the manner in which the statute 
has been construed by the courts of his own country. 





A Handbook on the Law of Marriage and Divorce. By RoBERT 
A. Pritcnarp, D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, and W. T. Prrr- 
CHARD, Proctor in Doctors’ Commons. London: Stevens & 
Norton. 

We have always been advocates for calling books as well as 
other things by their right names, and, therefore, cannot avoid 
objecting to the title of this work, inasmuch as it has no claim 
whatever to be called a “ Handbook on the Law of Marriage 
and Divorce.” 

We are told upon the title-page that it contains “a digest 
of all the Acts of Parliament relating thereto, including the 
new Divorce Acts anc Legitimacy Declaration Act, of proceed- 
ings in the House of Lords on Private Divorce Bills, and of the 
reported cases,” &c., &c., all of which no doubt is quite as cor- 
rect as such representations generally are. The book consists 
of an alphabetical digest of marriage and divorce law, and 
hardly anything else, except the acts themselves, and some 
precedents of the forms used in the new Divorce Court, to 
which are appended, a‘number of notes on practice, which 
might as well, or better, have been included in the digest itself. 
“To indicate,” say the authors in their preface, “what will 
probably be the law of this new court, is the object of the 
present work. For this purpose a careful digest has been made 
of the Acts of Parliament constituting the court, and of all 
others which relate directly or indirectly to marriage or divorce; 
and also of the rules and principles adopted by the House of 
Lords on Private Divorce Bills, by the old Ecclesiastical Courts, 
and by the new Court itself, down to January, 1859.” They 
tell us, moreover, that where direct precedént is wanting, 
“the next best guide has been furnished in the anal 
cases from the Courts of Common Law and Equity.” The 
digest also contains a number of the decisions of the old 
Ecclesiastical Courts, which have been taken from 
of cases and from former digests. But however useful a 
digest of all these cases may be, it certainly does not 
discuss them in the manner of a treatise, which we understand 
a handbook to be. Indeed, we are of opinion, that while the 
latter would be very useful to the profession at the present 
moment, the time has not yet come when there can be any pro- 
fitable addition to the number of our digests on this branch of 
the law. Unfortunately, the system adopted by the Judge 
Ordinary has made it a matter of extreme difficulty, in most 
cases, for the learned reporters to state the grounds of his Lord- 
ship’s decisions.’ The usage has generally been, in all inter- 
locutory ap plications to the Court, for the Judge Ordinary te 
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decide, not upon the statement of counsel, supported by’ affida- 


vits, but after a silent perusal of the latter by the judge him- 
self. The consequence has been, that the profession is very 
much in the dark as to what general rules govern the practice 
of the Court, except, indeed, those which were published upon 
its original institution. There is no doubt, however, that Sir 
C. Cresswell has thrown out from time to time many observa- 
tions which would have been a very valuable guide to any 
writer who desired to write a treatise on the practice of the 
Court. In the same way, it might have been useful to have 
considered the tendercy of the few judgments (given after 
fall argument), and how far they followed or modified the law 
of the old Ecclesiastical Courts; but no one can, think that 
there have been a sufficient number of such judgments to war- 
rant the compilation of a digest of them. In the work before 
us, certainly, there are included. many of the older cases, 
and of the decisions of Courts of common law and equity, the 
latter being supposed to. supply a guide by analogy to the 
principles and practice of the new Court. But admitting that 
a digest of the older cases of ecclesiastical law was a.desi- 
deratum (which we more than doubt), we cannot approve of the 
plan here adopted, of introducing these analogous cases in a book 
professing to be a ready and trustworthy guide to practitioners. 
Even in ordinary text-books, where the author does little more 
than arrange in a certain order the marginal notes of cases and 
extracts from judgments, with an occasional comment, and a 
suggestion of approval or the contrary, there is always some 
ground to fear that it is unsafe to rely upon the author’s com- 
pendious representations of the state of the law. It is ob- 
viously still more dangerous to place much reliance upon 
digests, properly so called. If this be so, what shall we say of 
the risk of misleading from the cursory perusal of bits of the 
marginal notes and judgments of those cases which are collected 
into a digest very much at random from other departments of 
the law? Let us take an example from the work before us, 
Under the head of “ Restitution,” we find the case of Vansittart 
v. Vansittart, decided last year before the full Court of Appeal. 
It is difficult to understand why it should be classed under the 
head where our authors have placed it, as the suit related merely 
to the specific performance of an agreement between husband 
and wife for separation. But, passing over that objection, we 
say that the statement of tke decision, as transferred to this 
digest, is calculated to mislead persons as to the rule of courts 
of equity in suits for specific performance. The ground of the 
unanimous judgment of the full Court was, that the agreement 
in question contained provisions as to the custody of children, 
which the Court would not give effect to by its decree. The 
Lord Chancellor (Lord Chelmsford), no doubt, made some ob- 
servations about the distinction which the Court drew in cases 
of specific performance between mere agreements and deeds; 
but the plain duty of text-writers certainly required that, if 
they laid any stress upon this case as an authority, they should 
at least have considered whether these obiter dicta of the Lord 
Chancellor ought to be rejected, or, if received, with what 
limitations or comments. A consideration of Walrond v. Wal- 
rond (7 W. R. 33), the next case in the digest, would haye 
shown that V. C. Wood was not disposed to accept these dicta 
as law. Nor, in a book professing to treat of principles, ought 
all the contradictory decisions of former judges to be passed 
over in silence. Thus, we are told, without further explana- 
tion, that “ confession is a species of evidence which, though 
not inadmissible, is to be regarded with great distrust ” (p. 4, 
pl. 27), in support of which proposition two cases are cited; 
while, on the very next page (pl. 29) it is said, on the autho- 
rity of Lord Stowell, that “ confession, if yoluntary, ranks high, 
perhaps highest, in the scale of evidence.” In the face of such 
a coutlict of authorities, an author who aims at producing auy- 
thing beyond a mere digest, ought to address himself to a dis- 
cussion of the principle at issue, and attempt, if not to 
reconcile the contradiction, at least to show which view is 
right. We must content ourselves with one more illustra- 
tion on this head. In this “Handbook,” ‘Crewe v. Crewe, 
(3 noes: 128), is cited p. 23, pl. 2, to the effect, that witnesses 
shall required to depose to their impression and belief, 
whether adultery has been committed or not, although the Court 
cannot rely on such opinion; while (p. 6, pl. 45) no attempt is 
inade to reconcile this proposition with an opposite one of Lord 


Stowell’s in Llwes v. Elwes (1 Hagg. Con. 278). On the con- 
trary, his Lordship’s words are given, without comment, as 
follows:—It is the business of witnesses to relate facts, and 
not to draw inferences, and it would be a monstrous proposition 
to aseert that the merits of a case involving a charge of adul- 


tery were to depend, not upon the narrative, but upon the logic 
of the witnesses.” 





Having said so much on one side, it is with psn a 


turn to a more agreeable duty. If our authors had o: 

us the collection of precedents and practical notes which 
volume contains, we should pare. pote repared to have aw: 
them almost unqualified praise, As it y's have no doubt thai 
the profession “iy feel greatly indebted to Maca Jot Sop 1 
of their work. The forms given are not only those which were 
issued under the authority of the Court; many others, of a very 
useful character, have been added, and. will be invaluable 
solicitors who desire themselves to attend to this new branch 9 
business. ‘The cases in the notes are pot pues those which 
have been published in the various legal periodieals, but include 
a number of others, apparently from a private source: probably 
they have been noted in court by the authors themselves, 
Some of the latter cases, however, are not always as accurate 
as might be desired, For instance, in Keats v, Keats § Monte. 
zuma, p, 249, pl. 46, we are told that, certain evidence not 
having been alleged in the petition, could not be received at the 
hearing. The gentlemen who compiled the volume before us 
no doubt are well aware that the rules of pleading common to 
all our courts forbid that evidence should ever be pleaded, 
They ought, to have known that the Judge Ordinary, in Pyne 
y. Pyne (6 W. R. 507), expressly. laid down this rule for his own 
Court, even in cases where it might be as | to state upon 
the pleadings particular circumstances, Indeed, the authors 
themselves, in the previous note, cite Boddy v, Boddy & Grover 
to show that, where a petition charged adultery, on a certai 
day, and also in four consecutive months, the petitioner cople 
not be obliged to amend his petition by giving the dates of the 
other acts of adultery charged—a decision which proceeds upon 
the same principle as Pyne v. Pyne. Notwichpssoein fey 
trivial inaccuracies, however, we repeat that Messrs, Pritchard 
have made a very useful addition to our already large pes of 
handbooks and handy-books, by the publication of the collec- 
tion of precedents and notes on practice, which are contained 
in their “ Handbook on the Law of Marriage and Divorce.” 








The Election Manual for England and Wales, with Explanatory 
Notes, Forms, and Precedents. By CHARLES EpwarbD Lewis, 
Solicitor. Second edition. London: Shaw & Sons. 

A itew edition of Mr. C. E. Lewis’s well-known book of 
election law enables us to place before our redders, in # com- 
pendious form, 4 few hints that may be useful at the present 
juncture. ‘The fact that it has already reached the second edi: 
tion shows that Mr. Lewis's labours have not béen unappre- 
ciated by the profession; and at the same time makes it nie 
cessary for tis to enter into any detailed criticism on the manwer 
in which they have been accomplished. We shall content our: 
selves, therefore, with a few extracts, which will give @ fait 
notion of the work itself. And first, as to the powers and duties 
of the election auditor, Mr. Lewis tells us:— oar’ 

That they are confined to paying the Gaims admitted by the candidate, 
and tende any suins authorised by the candidate in respect of disputed 
accounts. He has no jurisdiction or power to reject apy bills as illegal, 
unreasonable, unnecessary, or as improperly incurred, | whole, scop 
of the statute is nothing more than to make the election auditor Keep a 
register of the candidate’sfexpenses. It is clear that he wotild have no 
right to say, “I consider a particular payment illegal,” and refuse to pay 
it, or sanction it, . os 

The only words in the statute tending to throw a doubt upon this view 
are to be found in the 26th section, referring to expense’ which “ rode 
have been allowed or paid,” and the 21st section, which prevents 4 can 
date compounding or séttling, or confessing judgment in any action for 
expenses, without the auditor’s consent, ai ust 

it would be doing violence to the rules relating to the ow peier Bf 
statutes, to con that these few words inserted in the clause requiring 
the publication of the accounts, give the election auditor authority and 
direction to disallow any payments he may think illegal. 

The appoiitment of one or more general agents, other than 
for the purpose of paying election expenses, may take place be- 
fore or at the noniination, or afterwards. Qn being appointed, 
he is to sign a declaration :— 

But (says Mr. Lewis) the statute is silent as to what he is to do with the 
declaration when made. For aught that, the statute enacts, he may 
destroy the declaration directly after he has made it. But the reasonable 
inference from the provisions of the statute wonld lead to the view that 
it would be proper for him to hand the declaration to thé election anditor. 

The first part of the work includes, in addition to the chap- 
ters on the election auditor and aggnts, a chapter on the re- 
turning officer, the candidate, and the electors. Part H. 
to the procedure at elections—the nomination, the poll, the 
return, &c. Part IIL treats of the law relating to offences in 
connection with elections. The followidg is from the chapter 
on the illegal payment of expenses :— 

This is a new offence, created by the Corrupt Practices Act. Some 
expenses are essentially illegal. Othsoes inne fle tiga pages nape 


ina ular way. The providing cockades, ribbons, or. 
Oe erica, ty ¢ canttinte ct any person, to or for any voter, or 
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Staten? “tae aan = 
any inhabitant of the pines fér wlifeli the election is field, is illegal. It will 
— that it is not by any a to wear pena or onenen ; bnt 
a candidate nor any other person can provide an y for any such 
badges of distinction to or for any voter. It is still in ogee of any 
and, er Q sup, r of a “blue” or “ pink” candidate to 
u ‘ ely in the magic colour if he should think fit. For 
of is incurred. The payment of any money 
on > Sy Soe e ey Aieet of music, flags, or batiners, is 
agute ees), would be so whether made by the candidate or any one 
e above prohibitions are to be found in the 7th section, 
By sect. 18, all yuan not. made through the election auditor are 
e ° exceptions are to be found in the 22nd, 24th, 25th, 
and 3ist b are as a oad r oi 
1. al ox any. te, and expenses of advertising. 
+ folding to registration of electors, and subscriptions and 
Bona made to or for any public or charitable purpose. 
, 3. Payments under judgments against the candidate. (See 20th 


t. : ; 
ayments made by the candidate and his agents for election expense; 
aks Patni ade by pecitaeine respect. of matters fit aad proper 
sainediriaben iiansna ape a 
d these payments e candidate or his agents, but he 
is to give an account of them $6 the election snditor. < 


< 
——- 


Societies and Lnstitutions. 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

, Ata meeting of this society, held on Monday last, tho 
report of the Bankruptcy Committee on the Lord Chancellor's 
Debtor and Creditor Bill, and Lord John Russell’s Bankruptcy 
and, Insolvency. Bill, was considered. 

_.It was agreed that the resolutions proposed by the committee 
should be taken seriatim. 

Mr, Hawes, moved that the first resolution—‘ That it is 
expedient fo diminish the present expense of proceedings in 
bankruptcy ”—be adopted. He said, an unfair distinction had 
been drawn, between the expenses of the administration of bank- 





_ Kuptey in England and under the new law in Scotland, In 


England it was said. to amount to from 35 to 40 per cent. of 
the assets, and in Scotland to 12} per cent. In Scotland there 
had only been 104 estates administered, 101 of which had been 
wound up by consent, and only tliree by the compulsory powers 
of the Act; and there could, therefore, be no fair comparison. 
In England. there were two sources of expense which no one 
a defend; . There was, first. of all, five per cent. for court 
ees; then there were brokers’ and messengers’ fees, which 
amounted to 8 or 9 per cent. No one could defend a system 
by which the messenger of the court received emoluments 

malling, and in some cases exceeding, those of the judge 
of the court. In Scotland the expenses of the assignee 
were 4g per cent.. In England they were really below that 
amount. The expenses of the ‘official assignee were not to be 
tested by his charge, but by the amount of money he collected 
for the estate. His expenses would be considerably decreased 
if he neglected the collection of the small debts, which were 
got in under bankruptey to 4 surprising extent, and to a much 
greater extent than they could be got in by a creditors’ assignee. 
The next item of expense was “law.” In England the per- 
centage was per cent.; in Scotland, 3} per cent.; but the two 
systems could not be properly compared. ‘They all knew that 
in some small éstates the law expenses amounted to a very 
large sum, and were quite independent of any action of the 


Mr. Rwep. seconded the motion, and remarked, that in 
England a great portion of the charges classed under the item 
“law” went in fees to the Court. At present the charge of 
the solicitors, up to the appointment of the official assignee, 
rare be about £25, of which £12 was. paid to the Court for 
ees. 

The resolution was carried. 

Mr. Hawes moved that the second resolution—* That all 
retiring allowances, and the salaries of all judicial officers in 
the Court of Bankruptcy, be paid out of the Consolidated 
Fund ”—be adopted. 

Mr. Hastines seconded the motion. 

The resolution was carried. 

Mr. Hawes moved that the third resolution—“ That the 
distinction between trader and non-trader should be abolished, 
“A ~~ all debtors should be liable to the same laws”—be 

r. BLUNDELL seconded the motion. 

Mr. H. F. Brisrowk admitted that the first part of the 
resolution was considered as expedient, although he 
thought difficulties would arise from the difference between the 

sand non-tradérs; but, with regard to the second 


ae ivan C how it practicabl ly the sé 
‘ not see how it wis ble to apply the samo 
agg eg 


A non-trader ought not to be p 





not keeping books, nor for speculating in the funds, as. tier 
properly was. He therefore moved as an amendment, thas 
x ae “ abolished ” be = sj ie er 
. ELLIOTT was entirely opposed to the principle iple of thi 

resolution. Credit was essential in commercial affairs, and.a 
trader was necessarily in debt; but a poo 5 n 
yang to be in, dole As, hepaevet, thes a 

esire to try, what he considered, the dangerous experiment 
proposed by the resolution, he would offer no forther onpaaiiion 
than by simply protesting against it. j sind 

Mr. LawRAnce said, that the term, “ the same a used in 
the resolution, referred to the absolute and unconditional dis- 
charge.of debtors, whether traders or.non-traders. .. He thought 
that if a debtor “made a clean breast of it,” and snr- 
rendered all his property, hé ought to go from the cours. a free 
man, If, in any case, a different course. was 
was provided for by the seventh resolution, which 
brought. in to interpret that now under discussion, 

Mr, E. WepsTer opposed the resolution. . It was impossible 
to deal with both classes of debtors in the same mee 
with regard to the realization of assets. He thought 
resolution should be limited to that object. 

Mr. LinkLATER was of opinion, that to adopt the atmend- 
ment would be to take away an important part of the résolu- 
tion. The great object was to get at the property of nén- 
trader debtors with as great facility as creditors could now get 
at the property of traders. 

The amendment wis negatived, and the resolution Cartied. 

Mr. Hawes nioved that the fourth resolution—* That the 
present law of imprisonment for debt does not press With tn- 
due severity on the debtor, and is esseiitial for the die pro- 
tection of the creditor ”—be adopted. 

Mr. LAWRANCcE seconded the motion. He considered, frém 
his experience, that it would be most unsafe to abdlish 
imprisonment for debt, as proposed in the Lord Chancellor's 
Bill. 

Mr. Borpen contended, that imprisonment for debt at the 
mere will of the creditor ought to be put an end to, atid that it 
should never be inflicted except for fraud, and with the santtion 
of the Court. 

The resolution was carried. 

Mr. Hawes moved that the fifth resolution—“ That 
facilities than now exist should be given to creditors for obtain- 
inu adjudication in bankruptcy ”—be adopted, ; 

Mr. Reep seconded the motion. He referred to what he had 
said on a former occasion, as to the advantage of having some 
proceeding more direct and efficacious than the trader-debtor 
summons, 

The resolution was carried. sein 

Mr. Hawes moved that the sixth resolution—“ That more 
prompt and efficacious means than now exist should be afforded 
to creditors for securing the property of debtors for equal dis- 
tribution "—be adopted. 

Mr. ParRinToN seconded the motion. i 

Mr. REED stated, that mode in which the resolution might 
be carried into effect would be by setting aside fraudulent execu- 
tions. 

Mr. LawRance moved that the seventh resolution—* That 
the Court should have power to suspend. the disc of the 
debtor as to personal liability, and to suspend. or | y refuse 
such discharge as to property”—he adopted. He thought, that 
if all debtors were to be subject to the same laws, some pro- 
vision of this nature was necessary. 

Admiral SAuUMAREZ seconded the motion, 

Mr. Bristowe proposed, as an amendment, that. the words 
“in the case of non-trader ” be inserted after the, word “ and.” 

Mr. LingkLATER seconded the amendment. _He could. not 
agree with the resolution as it now stood, as nothing could be 
more impolitic than to keep lisbilities hanging over a man who 
had surrendered all his property. If he had done wrong let 
him be punished. 

The amendment was negatived, and the resolution carried. 

Mr. LawraNcr moved that the eighth resolution—* That 
the certificates or orders for such discharge should be elassified” 
—be adopted, He did not say that no alteration was required 
as to the present mode of peasing i but the principle 
of marking the conduct of the debtor in some such way was a 
good one, ‘ re 

Mr, Rexp seconded the motion. He referred. to, the gre 
anxiety shown by bankrupts to get certificates of a high 
as proving the advantage of the system, although he thought it 

ht be amended, bi 
r. HasTINGs was 8 ° to the presanh sot, of 
classification, and a doubt whether the 
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might not be understood to mean that the existing system 
should be retained. 

. Mr. Laxx ater suggested that the resolution might: be im- 
proved by saying, “that a classification of certificates or order 
of discharge is desirable.” He considered it highly-important 
that-the certificate’ should, in some way, mark ‘the conduct of 
the bankrupt. eee 

Mr. Exxiorr considered that’ the present system of class 
certificates had worked well, and that the decisions of the com- 
missioners on this point did not differ more than those of other 
judges on questions of fact. 

Mr. GrEmour was in favour of the resolution in its present 


Mr. Hawes adverted to the injustice inflicted by the law 
before the Act of 1849, in turning all men out of the court 
with the same certificate. The certificates under the existing 
system were based on the facts presented to the commissioners, 
and the terms introduced were definite and precise, and clearly 
applicable to the three different states of facts. The want of 
uniformity had arisen from the opposition of the Court of 
fe gn to'the system, and from the commissioners being thus 
left without proper guidance. 

The resolution was carried. 

The further consideration of the report was adjourned to 
Monday, the 18th April. 


<i 
 S 





Lowpon Bripce anp Cuarine Cross Raitway.—The 
committee of the House of Commons (Mr. Ingham, chairman), 
which has been engaged during the past fortnight in consider- 
ing the Charing-cross Bill, on Monday decided that the pre- 
amble had been proved, but they required clauses to be inserted 
in the Bill with reference to the compensation to be paid to the 
governors of St. Thomas’s Hospital. The committee has been 
most painstaking in their inquiries into the merits of the case, 
having adopted the unusual course of personally visiting and 

ining the London-bridge station, St. Thomas’s Hospital, 
the crossing of Wellington-street, the interior of St. Saviour’s 
Church, andthe Borough-market. A decision come to after so 
careful an investigation must necessarily give considerable con- 
fidence as to its soundness, 


Srxcutar TRiaL at Vienna.—A remarkable criminal 
process, which has m going on at Vienna for several 
months, has lately been brought to a close. A certain Baron 
Thunot, the son of a man who was formerly governor of the 
island of Elba, was charged with fraud by a noble officer, the 
son of the commander of one of the four Austrian armies. 
The ‘latter, being unwilling that such a near relative should 
appear in a court of justice, so managed matters that the trial 
was carried on without his being subjected to a vivA voce 
examination. The consequence of this unheard-of proceed . 
ing was, that the’ trial was three tiries interrupted, and 
the imprisonment of Baron Thunot unnecessarily prolonged. 
Dr. Berger, the counsel for the prisoner, made a masterly 

h in his defence, and persons who were in court state 
t it appeared to produce a deep and extremely painful 
impression on the judges. The learned and eloquent advocate 
strongly animadverted on the conduct of the high military 
authorities, and hinted that there were two kinds of law in 
Austria—one for the rich, the other for the poor. “Even in 
France,” said he, “a country in which political offenders are 
unceremoniously transported to Cayenne and Lambessa, the 
accuser is always confronted with the accused; but in this case 
the plaintiff and the defendant have never been brought face to 
face.” The concluding passage of the speech, which was 
listened to in breathless silence, although it lasted above two 
hours, was:—“I confidently hope that the gates of this house 
will be speedily ed for the defendant. May he’soon be at 
liberty to quit city, and when he returns to his native 
country, may he be able to tell those persons who sigh at the 
mention of Cayenne and Lambessa, that a Frenchman can, 
even under present circumstances, find justice in Austria.” 
During the trial it transpired that a girl, a ballet-dancer, with 
whom had an intimate connection while he was 
liying here en prince, had pawned almost everything she was 
postesied of in order that the prisoner might be able to engage 


a barrister of renown to ypdertake his defence. The evening 
i that Baron Thunot 


has 








Law Students’ Journal. 


EASTER TERM EXAMINATION. 


The Examiners appointed for the examination of persons 
applying to be admitted attorneys, have appointed Tuesday, 
May 8rd, at half-past nine in the forenoon, at the Hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, in Chancery-lane; to take the 
examination. 

The articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with 
answers to the questions as to due service, ing to the 
regulations approved by the judges, must be left with the 
secretary of the society, on or before Thursday, 21st instant. 

Where the articles have not expired, but will expire during 
the term, the candidate may be examined conditionally, but 
the articles. must be left within the first seven days of term, 
and answers up to that time. If part of the term has been 
served with a barrister, special pleader, or London agent, 
answers to the questions must be obtained from them, as to the 
time served with each respectively. 

A paper will be delivered to each candidate, —— 
questions to be answered in writing, classed under the se 
heads of—1. Preliminary. 2, Common and Statute Law, and 
Practice of the Courts. 3. Conveyancing. . 4. Equity, and 
Practice of the Courts. 5. Bankruptcy, and Practice of the 
Courts. 6. Criminal Law, and Proceedings before Justices of 
the Peace. 

Each candidate is required to answer all the preliminary 
questions (No. 1); and also to answer in three of the other 
heads of inquiry—viz. Common Law, Conveyancing, and 
Equity. 

The Examiners will continue the practice of proposing ques~ 
tions in Bankruptcy and in Criminal Law and i 
before Justices of the Peace, in order that candidates who have 
given their attention to these subjects may have the advantage 
of answering such questions, and having the correctness of 
their answers in those departments taken into consideration in 
summing up the merit of their general examination. 

Under the Rules of Hilary Term, 1853, it is provided that 
every who shall have given notices of examination and 
admission, and “who shall not have attended to be examined, 
or not have passed the examination, or not have been 
admitted, may, within one week after the end of the term 
for which such notices were given, renew the notices 
for examination or admission for the then next ensuing 
term, and so from time to time as he shall think proper;” but 
shall not be admitted until the last day of the term, unless 
otherwise ordered, 

In case the testimonials were deposited in a former term, they 
should be re-entered, and the answers completed to the time 
appointed. 
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Court Papers. 


Court of Probate 


Court for Diborce and Matrimonial Causes. 
SITTINGS IN EASTER TERM, 1859, 














” 
Motions will be taken on every Wednesday throughout the Term, and 
the Sittings after Term. The judge will also sit in chambers on those 

8. , 


da; 
for motions are to be left with the Clerk of the Papers before 
two o'clock, p.m., on the third day before the motion is heard, exclusive of 


ys. 
The Court will sit at Westminster, at eleven o’clock, on Wednes- 
days, when the judge will sit in chambers at eleven, and in at twelve 


o'clock. 
The full Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes will sit on the 20th, 
2ist, 24rd, 24th and 25th of May, : 

At the sittings in Term the Court wit hear, first, the cases in the Probate 
Court, and then the cases in the Courtsfor Divorce and Matrimonial 
Queen's Bench. 

EASTER TERM, 1859. 

ENLARGED RULES. 

To the First Day of Term. 

Pe Sep eaten of CaaS Nene, eens. ogee Harris and Edwin 
wai 
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between the Burry Port Company and the 


‘petween the Kidwelly & Lianelly Canal & 
and the South Wales Railway Company. 
John Saltren Robins, Gent., one, &c. 
‘The Overseers of Hunslet. 
“4 : The Local Board of Health. 


To the Fifth Day of Term. 
The Queew o. The Salisbury & Yeovil Railway Company. 


SPECIAL PAPER. 
STANDING FoR JUDGMENT. 


The Great Western Railway Company v. The Midland 
Railway Company. 


For ARGUMENT. 


The oon rietors of the renee ome Fe Novige- 
ton The Tine onourable William Baron W: 


bom & ten] v. Fisher. 

Evans v. Waddle. 

Lozano & others v. Janson. 

Thompson v. The Sunderland Dock Company. 

Watson v. Moore. 

Bevan & others v. The Fates , enna of the Mexican 
& South American Com 

Hingston, Executor, &c. v. Potuddy. 

Evans v. Evans. 

Stray v. Russell 

The ne, Reet, Navigation Company v. Martin. 

Brushfield & others v. — & others. 

The Unity “sane Stock utual Banking Association v. 


The he Mayor, &c., of Liverpool v. Rigby & another, Over- 


U 
Whe, Girt Be. &e. v. Orton, Clerk, &. 
Childers v. Pallister & another. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Micwaetmas TERM, 1858. 

Lyle v. Richards & others. (Stands over till decision of 

the Court of Error in Reynolds v. Buckley.) 

Hivary Term, 1859. 

Greeve v. Hayes, Bart. 
Norton v. Nichols & others. 
Harwood & — Executors, &c. v. The Great Northern 

Railwa 
Hutton, Ronee’. v. The Waterloo Life Assurance Com- 


Depew «. The Saddlery ¢ Company. 


sat & bam Rostron. 





New Law Liprary 1n THE Mippie TEMPLE.—Since the 
foundation stone of this large building was laid, in August last, 
very considerable progress has been made with the works, 
although the walls are being all constructed of stone, and most 
of the windows, some of which are on a large scale, and to be 
filled with elaborately moulded tracery, together with all other 

ions of ornamental and other masonry, are to be executed 
in the same material. -The walls are now carried up above the 
sills of the second-floor windows, and their embattled transoms 
are being fixed: ‘The circular'stone staircase at the north end 
is in an advanced state, and the sill of the great north window 
is already set. The timber roof, which, when complete, will 
a a fine example of carpentry, is ‘also nearly i in readiness, being 
Ace mance at the contractor’s extensive premises in the 
and will, we understand, be ready for fixing as 
soon as at eal walls are raised to the proper height to receive it, 
so that no time will be lost. oe are informed that the book- 
cases will range all round the: library to the height of 
about nine feet, above which 8 will be faced with Bath 
stone, brought to a fine face. The large principals of the roof 
will ret firmly on large moulded and enriched stone corbels, of 
very effective desi When completed, the new building will 
form ‘one of the t and handsomest libraries of the kind 
in London, in the domestic Gothic style of architecture. Mr. 
H. Rs Abraham is the architect for the structure, and Mr 
Myers the builder.— Building News. 


Lanpep Esrates Court, Iretanp.—The salaries of the 
judges.and officers of the Landed Estates Court, and the com- 
ion allotted to the several retired officers of the Incum- 
Estates Court, appear altogether to amount to an annual 
sum of about £150,000. The two principal judges hone asalary 
of £2500 a-year each, the registrar £800 a-year, to increase at 
the rate of £25 a-year up to £1000. ° The salaries of the as- 
sistants range from £400 to £700 a-year; and there is an exa- 
miner for each and for the registrar, whose salary begins 
&t £600 a-year and increases to j 





Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. 
CURREY—On Mar. 31, at Blackheath-park, the wife of Frederick Currey, 
~at- 


La 
SALWON On A April 5 at 31 Tauaowabsend, Notting-hill, the wife of 
John Salmon, Esq., of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
BARKWORTH—SMITH—On April 4, at St. James’s 
the Rev. W. Hayward Cox, Prebendary of Hereford, 
J. R. Byrne, Jos. Charles Barkworth, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Bar- 
rister-at-Law, to Ellen Sarah, fourth surviving bese nag’ of Pond 
Smith, Esq., formerly of Monk’s House, Northamptonshire, and of Tot- 
tenham, Middlese 
BRAMPTON-—-NEAL— —On April 5, at St. Panl’s, Ralppenty Sy On ee 
— Sandys, George, second son of Mr. Samuel Brampton, of Stoke New- 
! eae late Samuel Neal, Esq., 
itor, of Aus City. 
N— waren pina gs at St. John’s church, Notting-hill, by 
the Rev. Thomas Blackb ne Comerford Clarkson, Esq., of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Gereston, to Emilie Jane, eldest danghter of J. Harris, 


Esq., of Hampstead. 
DAVIS—WARING—On Mar. 31, at the parish church of Jane, Regis, 
areg hs by the Rev. Reginald Smith, Rector of Stafford, William 
Davis, of Cerne Abbas, Dorset, Esq., Captain 15th Madras N. a Sokuer 
samt second daughter of Henry Franks Waring, Solicitor, South Ciiffe, 


yme Regis. 
FEY HODGKIN—On April 6, at Léwes, Edward Fry, of bere 

Barrister-at-Law, son of Joseph Fry, of Bristol, to Maria Isabella, eldest 
Barcombe House, near Lewes, late of 


inn, 
HOWARD—WATERHOUSE—On. Mar. 30, at Rusholme-road 
chester, by the Rev. A. Thomson, Joseph Howard, of Lincoin’s- to, 
Barrister-at-Law, to Ellen, second daughter of Henry Waterhouse, Esq., 


STUART 7 t the parish igre Ag 


b 
vasneted bor ea ek 


Mar. 
Dublin, by the Rev. John sos, A.M., Robert Stuart, Esq., Advocate, 
and of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, to Nannie, 

late John Hall. Esq., of 49 North Great Geargee west 


eldest ret Dale of the 
DEATHS. 


BOODLE—On April 8, John Boodle, Esq., of 1 bem emenen 
9 Davies-street, Grosvenor-square, in his 82nd neil 

CUPPAGE—On Feb. 14, at Barbadoes, Captain 
Se ci ks natin of toe nates tee 2 pomp 
NOBREE—On Mar. 31, at Swissville, Guernsey, James Saumarez a ions 
Esq., one of the Jurats of the Royal Court of Guernsey. 

GOSLING—On April |, at Hassobury, aged 25, Cecil iy, wife of Capt. 

, and daughter of ae Atherton > Esq. 
SEMON—On April 6 Eleasior Serena, the wife of Mr. Maximilian Simda, 
of Little Moorfields, and third- daughter of N. B. Engieheart; Esq., of 
and Doctors’ 


it Mar. ~ of ; 
VAUGHAN—On 30, at ha 
son of Henry ry Halford: Vaughan, iy, of Hampescad, Middlesex, pene 
win fOIrTH—On Mar. 31, at St. John’ waren William Charies Went- 
worth, jun., Esq. ., Barrister-at-law, eldest son of William Charles Went- 
worth, sen., Esq., , of Vaucluse, Australia, in the 30th year of his age. 
+> 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bngland.: 
— standi: the Names will be 
eee: fo oaemgprs —< —- 
eles ew Inatare 


Cc. , Ricarp, Gent., Type-street, Chiswell-street, James SHsEn, 
‘Farmer Allington, Oxfordshire Borusrorp, Gent., Beech- 


» RICHARD 
Cripplegate, and Jossepn Drx, Victualler,” 


2533: 6: 8 New 3 per Cents., and £166 : 13: 4 Rednced.—Ciaimed by 


Gonoon, Sir Jonn, Eariston, near Kirkcudbright, N.B., One Dividend ow 
"22997 : 16 : 10 Consols.—Claimed by Dame Mary Goxpon, Widow, the 


acting executrix. 

Perioe, Samus Prrton, Esq., ee 15:7 New 

3 per Cents.—Claimed by Danie, PspLor Psptos, the sole executor, 
Meir at Raw aud Nert of Min. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette. 

SPARVELL, SaRAH, of Fincham , Berkshire, Her. heirs te 

apply to Messrs. Soames & Cooke, S tors, Wokingham, Berks. . 

et 


Estate “Exchange Report, 


(For the week ending en teil yh 1859.) 
At Tar Maat.— By Messrs. K 
Two Undivided Third Parts or Shares of and in Freehold a Premiges, Nos. 
67, 68, & 69, Saow-hill ; let at £230 per annum.—Sold for £1 


Mr, R. Moss. 


By 

—— ‘ouse ota ent 18a, Des So aa, pasts a a 
feeding ianh--Sala for £7000. 

ane 


Freehold Premises, No. x tt 


t, Lond 
Tease ‘for 21 ber, 1837, ata Tent of £062 


annum, 
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Freehold House and Shop, No. 35, Warwick-lane, Newgate-street ; let on 
pst. 21 yeats from December, 1853, at £65 per @annum.—Sold for 
Freehold House and Shop, 36, Warwick-lane ; let on lease for 21 years from 

Gume, 1844, at £60 per annum.—Sold for £1060: 

Freehold Publie-honse, “The Guy, Earl of Warwick,” 37, Warwick-lane ; 
let on lease for 324 years from Midsummer, 1847, at £80 per annum.— 
Sold for £1850. 

Freehold Houses, Nos. 1 to 7, Crown-court, in the rear of the above; let 
at £70 per annum.—Sold for £1000. 

Freehold 38, Warwick-lane ; let at £65 per annum.—Sold for £1000. 


By Mr, J. M‘Dean. 

Leasehold Dwelling Houses, Nos. 29 & 30, Chatsworth-road, Forest-lane, 
Stratford ; term, 500 years from June, 1854; ground-rent, £3: 12: 0 per 
annum ; let at £36 per annum.—Sold for £320. 

Leasehold Houses, Nos. 31 & 32, Chatsworth-road; same term; ground- 
rent, £4:8:0 per annum; let at £42 per annum. * Sold for £340. 


By Mr. ArKuss. 
Two Freehold Houses, Wells-road, New-road, Hammersmith; annual value, 
Preehid Pulding Lan, four pl Kent.—Sold 
four plots, Eastdown-park, Lewisham, Kent.— 
in four lots for £ 7a : 
By Mr. W. Moxon. 

A one-fifth part or share of and in the Freehold House ‘and Shop, No. 18, 
ola 3 let on lease for 21 years from March, 1852, at £300 per 
annum.—Sold for £1000. 

By Messrs. Prews & Watt, 

Freehold House, No. LP, Bayer s-row, Clerkenwell ; estimated value, £42 

per annum.—Sold for £ 
By tire ince Brornens & SEARLE. 


Leasehold Residence, No. 1, Norfolk-place, Albany-road, Camberwell; held 
for 21 years didsummer-day last; ground-rent, £5 ; let at £28 per 
annum.—Sold 


Leasehold House, ig 2 Norfolk-place same term and ground-rent; let at 


$28 per annum. —Soid for £135, 
House, No. 3, vpriry place; same term and ground-rent ; let at 


aire for 
Leasehold Honse, No. 4, Norfolk-place ; same term and ground-rent ; let at 
per annum.—sold for £110. 

The Lease of Messrs. Searle & Son’s Boating Establishment, near Putney- 
Putney ; held ya 4 rors from Christmas last; ground-rent, £20 

per annum.—Sold for 

By Messrs. Wauters & Lovesoy. 

Leasehold Dwelling-houses, Nos. 21 & 22, Charles-street, Hemmpeteed road ; 
also a to eg in Mary-street ; let on lease at £68 pe ; term, 
95 from Midsummer, 1791; ground-rents, £10 : M10 7 0. 0. msold for 


Lesabela Houses, Nos. 8 & 9, Weymonth-terrace, Hackney-road ; lét at 
£49 per annum ; term, 614 years from Midsummer, 1813; ground-rent, 
10 —Sold for £1 

old House, No. 22, ‘Weymouth-terrace ; let at £22 per annum; 
em fa years from Christmas, 1806 ; ground-rent, £4 : 10 : 0.—Sold 


Ar Garraway’s.—By Mr. S. Tras. 

Leasehold Estate, comprising Nos. 1 to 8, Mape-street, and Nos.1 & 2, 
Derbyshire-street ; also the Prince Albert Public-house ; the whole pro- 
ducing about £183 per annum ; held for 92 years from Michaelmas, 1834 ; 
ground-rent, 50 guineas.—Sold for £1100. 


By Mr. R. W. Guaster. 


Leasehold, No. 7, Thomas-street, Notting.dale, Lennon $ hill, comprising 
house and premises, with three cottages adjoining, and a ground-rent of 
£7; the whole producing £69 : 1: 0 per annum; term, 70 years from 
Christmas, 1858, at a ground-rent of £6 per annum.—Sold for £320. 


——————— 
English Funds. 
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@ per Cent. Red. Ann...| Shut. | Shut. | Shut. us 949 
Sper Cent. Cons. Ann...| 955 $ | 95§ 4 | 95§ 4 95§ 4 
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Hailvay Stock. 





























ies ae 
Raltways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed.} Thur. } Fei, 
‘ . 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. es oe oe oe es 
Bristol ag Exeter ....| ‘s. 923 “é +o 93 93. 
Caledonian......+....- 823 | 812 | 8183] 8123] 81g | 81g 
Chester oni Holyhead..} .. ee oe oe e oe 
East Anglian ..,,ssse00) ee oe <e oe a 
Eastern Counties ...... ee 59% | 598] 5984] SOR | 59RR 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) .. oe oe oo *e oe 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. oh" ee ee - oe 
East Lancashire ...... ee ee 92} oe 92 
Edinburgh and Glasgow; .. PY ge oo oo wires 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee} .. 27 ae ar oe os 
Glasgow & South- Westn.| .. Py as ee oe oe 
Great Northern ...... 1023 [102 2} -- 102 |102 1% | 102 1% 
Ditto. A. Stock ....| .. es 854 oe os 29 4 
Ditto B. Stock ee 4 be oe ee by 
Gt. South & West. (ire. j 105 re 105 wos 2 1 
Great Western ........ 58% 9 | 58% g | 586 4] 586 Z| 584 9) 5 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.) .. ° es Py ee ee ry 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} .. 944 | 942 4 4h} 94} 
Lon. Brighton & & Coast] .. 112 ll 112 Py 1 
London & North-Wstrn..| 94% 5 | 944 944-9 oat { 
mdon& South-Westrn.| 93 923 } 92 i 
fan. Sheff. & Lincoln. .} 38 3 37 ‘ 7 2 
Midland .......sessee 101 Fy 1014 % 101% 14/101 101g 4 | 1 
Ditto Birm. & Derby; .. 75 ee Tg 6) .. 759°6 
Norfolk 2. .ccccccvcces ee ee ee ee . oe 
North British ,....... 584 | 73 | 58 73 8] 58° j 
ret (Brwek.)} .. 924 912 i 2] 92 91 
itto Leeds ....6. . oe 
Ditto York ........ 16 BI 76h 6 |76h 5§ |764 
North London ......., . oe oe °° ae oo 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| .. ve 34 34 3383 
Scottish Central ..... . oe ary o oe ? 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. . . o. - oboe 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| .. es ee os oot) ae 
Shropshire Union...... 45 ee ee ee eo ry 
South Devon ........++ 41 424 +s oe 44 44 at 
South-Eastern ........ 7 ae 704 ee 70§ 4 |70§ 7 
South Wales ......... Ye ae ee ss 654 os oe 
Vale of Neath ...... ar oe rs oe 64 | 65 


London Gazettes. 


Bankrupts. 
Turspay, April 5, 1859. 
BANASTER, Georce Howseacu, Tailor, Oldbury, Ne Op. ase, Wes 
Sanders: April 15, and May 6, at 11; Birmingham. 
more. Sol. Bridges, 17 Temple-st., Birmingham. Pet. apa 
DAY, Tuomas, & Tuomas Day, Ship Builders, Goole, Y com 
West: April 15, and May 13, at 11; Leeds. Of. Ass. Young. 
Engel land & Saxelbye, Hull; or Weddall & Parker, Selby. Pet.. 
DEELEY, Josern, Beerseller, Alma-st., Aston, Warwickshire. Com. § 
ders: ‘april 18, and May 9, at 11; yee Off. Ass. 
Sols. Hodgson & Allen, ham April 2. 4 
NEWEY, Joun Coorer, Pork Butcher, Sastearetn. Com. : 
April 18, and May 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore, Sols. W: 
Birmingham ; or Bolton, eee ton. Pet, Mar.'31. —~ 
RAWLL, Joan Henry, Tailor, 139 -st. Com. bay April 15, 
* Pacey and May 19, at 12; a gg Of. Ass. Bell.” Sols, 
& Son, Finsbury-circus. Pet. Api 
sts, Wey ipeawenae & Fei an i - EE 
yn wel April 15, 0 1.30, and 10, and Slay 1 ae gt? 
— ale Sol. Reed, 
pI 
SLORAH, Joun, Lead Merchant, Kidderminster, Com. Sanders: Apa 


18 and May 11, at 11; Birmingham. . Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Saun- 
0 4 Son, Kidderminster; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet. 


WRATHALL, SreruEn, Cattle Dealer, Linton, Yorkshire. Com. byl 
April 15 and May 13, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. - Young, Bole le Went: 
head & Burr, Keighley; or Bond Barwick, Leeds. 

Fripay, April 8, 1859, 

COLLISHAW, Rozerr, Grocer, Hickling, Nottingham. r$: 
April 19, and May 10, at 11; Yottinghan. Of. Ass. Harris. So Sot 
ton, Nottingham. . April 5. 

COOPER, Caarntes Company, Carrier, 18 Little Tower-st., Nine Elms, 
Vaiixhall, and 7 Devonshire-pl., Wandsworth, trading in copartnership 
with Horatio Nelson Hornby, ii Upper ai 
Fonblanque: April 20, at 2; and May 20, at 1; 

Graham. Sol. Grover, 8 Great i —— rer et oma ame 

COWAN, Roser, Timber Merchant, 


son: April 19, at 12; and Ma i Ayres re. ob 
Aus, Baker. Sal. I Ingledew & Daggett, 3 Newetile "genre 
Tyne. Jet. April 2. 

FIELDER, Tuomas, Grocer & Druggist, Warminster, Wil 4 x= 
er April 21, at 2; and May 19, at 1; Beniaghalbt r, Ass. : 


Sols. Roche & Gover, Old Jewry. tanner 
PaYER, THOMAS SKEELS, 


Brickmaker, Cha ee 
Com, Holroyd: April 18, z 2; sod May vie 
re Of. = yore Sols. Loe, 71 Gray *nnestare or Cope 
‘aan yh Ship Broker, in 
“Sua Ri ELSON Ree 7 Jou Latou, Broke 
19 and May , at 10; 
Bevan & 










Bid 
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LITTLE, Gronce, Miller, | mshire. Com. Holroyd: 
April 18 and May 24, at 1; Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. Parker, 
BEBE sat ree PT Phe Saeter Hactene 
POTTER, Gronce, : Lime. Merchant, Selected Veatch Com. 
Goulburn : he" 18, at 11.30; and May 23, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of: 
pene ig Sols. Matthews & Son, 2 «st. West, London Bridve. 
and Harness Furniture Manufacturer, 
ore Ma 6 & 27, at 11; wana OF. 
Ass: Kinnear. Gone Collis & Ure, irmingham. me 
Cuay pepers: ase 


siti, JouN, 
ham o Pies 
ha Of, ee ena ay vas ey & 

Ji 0 > J 
rank * ich Goi Fane Ang Sat 12:80; and 
tees: A in ch =O du Pet. pee’ ‘dead Tava, Pee 


James JOHN, Grocér, Braititree, Baee. “Goin: Fonblanque: April 
90, at 1; and’ May 20, at 195 Basinghall-st. Of. Aés. Stansteld. Sols. 
Madox & ha te 30 Clement’s-lane. Pet. April 5. 
Gzorce Epwarp Wessex, Coopers, 12 New Weston-st., 
Southwark (Wise & Webster). Com. Goulburn: April 18, and May 23, 
ety Basin nelle Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Hicks, 37 Basinghall- 


“pet 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


irEyr) ax, April 5, 1859. 
Pg al 


MEBFINGS FOR ray OF DEBTS. 


ryt 5, 1959. 


28, atl; 
sk & Share Broker, Liverpool. 
ny Rant sie Metal Dealers, Birmingham. 
mas, Earmer, Shrawley, Worcestershire. May 13, at 11; 


: tee Dealer, New-st., Birmingham. May 5, at 11; 


turers, Notting- 
righ HH; Notting- 
Everall, Notting- 


Plymouth. 


Aguiss, Jon 
" Bi April 29, at 11; 


Clin oe 
a; 


r, 6 & 7 William-st., Lisson-grove. April 
onge lt; Birmingham. 
piesa CatLine, Shi att § CaM Neen ts, 
i aioe lane. April 15, at Basitighalf-st. oyadie 
M‘BENN, team, hn Pillgwenily, Newport, Monmouthshire. April 28, 
“at IT; Bristol 
dawn, Jom, Ironmonger, Old Townsst.,.Plymouth. April 28,at1; Ply- 
heron, James Tronfounder, West Bromwich, Staffordshire, May 2, 
FY yham. “* 
c ngton, Northamptonshire. April 28, at 1; Ba- 
Stock & Share Broker, 4 Austin Friars. April 27, 


outh. Apel 38, 28, at 1; Plymouth. 
ler, Chureh-st., Stoke Newing- 


Coe 


) Wewingson. April 2, at 2.30; Ba- 


t, a siiiitiety May 5, at 


mu Tomkinson Ritey, Ironmasters, Bilston, 
Wala, Memetasnire: April 28, at 11; Birmingham ; sep. 


a9, af, Builder, 26 Peynde, ee shag April 28, at 1; Plymouth. 
M, Plumber, W von: May 3, 2, at 11; Birmingliam. 
hae Upy, ipuldse ae Lucan-pl., Hoxton. Aprit 29, at 12; 


oii asain Erwway, April 8, 1859. 
hue, , Witi1aMm, Boot & Shoe Maker, Wellingborough, Northamptonshire. 

7% at 12; ‘Basi nghall-st. 

, JOAN Garver Plymouth. April 28, at 1; Plymouth, 

i & Hont, Builder, Millfield, near Peterborough. April 

st. 
ILLIAM, , Cannock. April 18, at 11; Birmingham. 

, NaTmaNieL, Victualler, Altrincham, Cheshire. April 20, at 


Oakton JouN, Plumber, Beccles, Suffolk. April 18, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 
TTHEW Henry, & Cuartes Brock, Licensed Brewers, St. 
George’s-rd., Southwark. ‘May 5, a1; Basinghall-st. - 
Fowrer, WILLiast, Grocer, Bradford. April 29, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 
Gisson, Antiony, Underwriter, Lloyds’ Coffee House, Royal Exchange. 


ge 12 ; Basinghall-st. 
a ta, Leases Victualler, Water-lane, Blackfriars. April 29, at 


Merchants, Live and at 
r firm of Hicawsox, Deann & Storr Mas agg & 
oy 5, at 11; Liv 


erpool. 
am AtcuEson, Timber Marehantes § Sunderland 
ay 3, 6, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Ty 
, 4 ee atham. mipril 19, at 
ahsg A 


stone. et , at |; Basinghall-st. 
May 6, at 12; 


HN See Old Town-st., Plymouth. April 28, at 1}; Ply- 


pion & Ricuarp Deane, 


etter pare pottorepe pant Brewery, Bat- 
Mirghant eter ous-st., Folkestone. April 


a eet gis 12; pesiegualies- 
at hy 
re, Fett Favcrslions Peat, May 2, 





Scorr, Josuva, Cloth Manufacturer, Thackley, Yorkshire. May 9, at 1 


SueprarD, Witt14M, Shipowner, Exmouth. April 19, at 11; Exeter. 
Smrra, Joun, Paper Manufacturer, Morton Mills, near Bingley, Yorkshire. 
ho at ll; Res 
» Jostas 26 Parade, Plymouth. April 28,at1; Plymouth. 
‘Texstr, chm, J jun., Corn & Cattle Dealer, Yeading, Middlesex. ~ April 
18, at 2; Basinghalt-st, a 
‘THORNTON, JOSEPH GoopsaRn, Watchmaker, Richmond. April 29, at 11; 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 


TUEsDAY, April 5, 1959. 
CHURCHILL, James Acnes, Veterinary Surgeon, Colchester. April 27, at 
April 29, at 11; Linea 


1.30; Basinghall-st. 
LIN, Pattie, Sail Maker, Liverpool. 
Mi J4MES, Plumber, 11 St. Andrew-st., Cambridge. April 28, at $1; 
‘ — ng i 
YSON, JAMES, Hosier, Birmingham. April 28, at 11; Birmingham. 
ToRNER, Wittiam Henry, Draper, 69, 70, & 89 Bishopsgate-st. Without. 
April 27, at 12.30; Basinghail-st 
Vi ppene, duseew Gupzoys, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. April 29, at 11; 
erpoo! 
Wittiams, Tnomas (trading in the name of Jomy WiLL1aMs), , Dealer in 
bai xh & Spirits; 98 Jermyn-st., St. James’s. April 29, at 11; Basing- 
>) 
Fray, Apri? 8, 1859. 


Eesmeay, Henry, Corn Miller, Mythelmroyd, Halifax. April 29, at 11; 


Harron, Wiittam; & Henry TaTHam, Worsted Manufacturers, Culling- 
worth, Yorkshire. ‘April 29, at 11; Leeds. 
Horeunes, Witt1am, Linendraper, Moretonhampstead, Devon. May 4, at 
xeter. 
Knott, Jousx, Draper, Maidstone. April 29, at 12; Basinghall- 
— Jou, Innkeeper, Brompton, Yorkshire. May %, at il; 


Lewes, AprauaM Davip, Wine & Spirit Merchant, North Shields (A. D. 
Lewes & Co:) May 3, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

M‘IntyRe, JAMEs, Draper, Merthyr Tydfil. May 3, at 11; Bristol. 

Oakey, Danren Francis, Bookseller, 10 Paternoster-row. April 29, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. 

Peters, Joun, & Freperick Peacocs, Fish Merchants, Lowestoft. April 
29, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Ripisg, Gorse, Grocer, Bute-st., Cardiff. May 3, at 11; Bristol. 

To be DELIVERED, unless Appeal be duly entered. 
TuesparY, April 5, 1859. 

BasstqT, James, Builder, 25 & 27 Store-st., Bedford-sq. Mar. 29, 2nd class, 
after a suspension of 6 months. 

BEAR, FREDERICK EpwarD, Tobacconist, 44 Crown-row, Mile End. Mar. 25, 


FS ip! class. 
nr iam Bensamrn, Stonemason, Belper, Derbyshire. Mar. 29, 2nd 
class. 
— Epavunp, Shoe Warehouseman, 8 Brooke-st., Holborn. Mar. 25, 
st class. 
Exxis, Witttam, Watchmaker, Halesworth, Suffolk. Mar. 30, 2nd class. 
Hrit, James, Grocer, Birmingham. Mar. 31, 3rd class. 

Miers, Levy, Wholesale Clothier, Fore-st., Cripplegate. Mar. 39, 3rd class. 
PatMeEn, Jonn, Hop Merchant, Worcester. Mar. 18, Sra class, after a sus- 
pension of 6 months from Dec. 17, 1858. 

Pranctey, WILLIAM, Musicseller, Salisbury. Mar. 30, 3rd class. 

SomaLvico, Vincent, .Mantnfactu jtician, 14 Charies-st., Hatton- 
garden (Vv incent Somalvieo & Co.) Mar. 28, 2nd class. 

Tompson, Joun, Carrier, Hadlow, Kent. Mar. 25, 3rd class. 

Tongs, BENJAMIN, Jeweller, Birmingham. Mar. 31, 2nd class. 

Witumot, THomas, Builder, Eastbourne. Mar. 31, 2nd class. 

Fripay, Apri? 8, 1859. 

Denzicu, Joun, Hearth Rug Manuteeserar, 28 Duncan-ter., 22, - 
&t., Islington. “April 2, 2nd class. ond #22 Bevan: 

Furst, Joun Peter, Plumber, Sheffield. Mar. 26, 3rd class. 

Forster, Perex, Ship Builder. Sunderland. Mar. 31, B isd class. 

Hopson, Natuaniet, Joiner, Sheffield. Mar. 26, 3rd class 

Kine, CHArces, Silk Mercer, Newington-causeway. April 1, 3rd class. 

Lopes, Watrer, Woollen Manufacturer, Casffe-hill, Almondbury, York- 
shire. Mar. 25, 2nd class. 

Nix, Henry, Miller & Corn Dealer, Warrington, Northampton. April 2, 
‘2nd class. 

Nonse, Gores, Livery Stable Keeper, 22 Red Lion-yd., Old Cavendish-st. 
April 1, 2nd class. 

Tunnett, Tuomas Brewtn. Draper, Sheffield. Mar. 26, 3rd class. 

Tunnes, James, Miller, Warsop, Nottingham. Mar. 26, Ist class. 

West, Haney, Upholsterer, 14 & 15 Cannon-st., and § Brixton-pl., Brixton.” 
Mar. 31, Ist class. 

Wootr, Jouy, jun., Smallware Manufacturer, Manchester. Mar 31) 2nd 


Assignments for Genelit of Creditors. 
Tusspay, April 5, 1859. s 
Beretre, Mary Ann, Wholesale Milliner, 8 Hall-st., Geswell-rd. Mar. 21. 
Trustees, F. Goodyear, Warehouseman, St. Paul's Churchyard; F. 
Warehouseman, 12 & 13 Norton Folgate. Sol. Marden, 99 Newgate-st. 
Hatsrep, THomas Comngs, Watchmaker, 3 Cross-st., Ryde, Isle of Wight. 
Mar. 8. Zrustee, W. J. Tayler, Cockade Manufacturer, 89 Windsor-ter., 
Great Dover-rd. So. Ylux, 68 Cheapside.° 
Lyons, Bensamin, Slate Merchant, Hoole Park, Chester. Mar. 2% 


Trustees, ©. Davison, Tile Merchant, Queen's Ferry. Flint ; G. Jones, 
Coal Merchant, Cliester. Sof. Smith, Northgate-st., Chester. 

Pankuvnst, Harnist, Widow, General- -shop Keeper ‘Timberscombe, Somer- 
set. Mar. 14. Zrustees, J. Woodland, Banker, Bridgewater ; W. our 
Linen Merchant, 30 & 32 Bridge-st., pal Sol. Leman, Bristol. 

Farivar, Aprid 8, 

Brnxs, Herpert, Grocer, Sileftield. Roel 1 Trustees, Fixen & ©o., 
Wholesale Grocers, London; R, Wheen, Grocer, Sheffield. Creditors te 
execute before June 1. Sol, Burdekin, jun., Shefiicld. 

re Roa Farmer, Peaks, Lincol nshire. April 2. Trwatee, C. 

aker, Great Grimsby. Creditors to execute before July 2. 
Sol. poy pees Great Grimsby. 
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Hancock, Witt1am, Wheelwright, Birlingham, Worcestershire. Apel 5. 
E. Andrews, Ironmonger, Pershore; M. Jones, Ironmong:r, 
Creditors to execute before July 5. Sols. Ball & Huds in, 
Pershere. 
Krxe, Wittram, Grocer, 21 Spital-st., Guildford. Mar. 19. Trustees, J. 
Franks, Miller, Bramley ; W. Turner, Corn Dealer, Guildford.  Credi- 
tors to execute before June 19. Sol. Baker, Guildford. 

as, Wiu14y, Miller, Smithies Mill, Monk Bretton, Yorkshire. Mar. 

Trustees, 8. Wilby, Corn Dealer, Ardsley, Yorkshire ; T. Beevers, 
alt Clayton in the Clay, Yorkshire; R. Inns, Ironfounder, Barnsley, 
Yorkshire. Sol. Harrison, Barnsley 

MosgEs, Wittt14M, Innkeeper, ‘Aldborough, Yorkshire. Mar. 17. Trustee, 
A. Young, Brewer, Richmond, Yorkshire. Creditors to execute before 
June 17. Sol. Hunton, Richmond, Yorkshire. 

Svater, WILLIAM, Baker, St. Mary-st., Portsmouth. April 4. Trustees, 
J. Woodward, Provision Merchant, Portsea ; . Provision 
Merchant, Portsea. Creditors to execute before May 4. Sol. Pearce, 
Portsea. 

Sours, Samvet Hux, Baker, Pitfield-st., Hoxton. Trustee, T. Surr, Gent., 
Abchurch-lane. Sol. Gribble, jun., Abchurch-lane. 

‘Wa.per, WALTER, Draper, East. Cowes, Isle of Wight. Mar. 19. Trustees, 
G. Howes, Warehouseman, St. Paul’s Churchyard; J. Bradbury, jun,, 
Warehouseman, Aldermanbury. Sol, Pittis, Newport. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancerp. 
Turspay, April 5, 1859. 
Barnsaicce, THomas, Esq., Woolseat, Staffordshire eyed died in or about 
June, 1818). Alsop v. Bell and others, M. R. —* 
Smrrn, THomas, Commission Agent, Sydney-pl., Clapharn-rd. afterwards 
of York- yillas, Manor-ter., Brixton, and also Pancras-lane (who died 
in or about September, 1858). Ogilvie v. Smith, V. C. Kindersley. 


May 9. 
Fripay, April 8, 1859. 

Carnoruess, Joun, Spirit Merchant, Wantage (who died in or about the 
month of Dec., 1857). Burnett & others v. Burnett & another, V. C. 
Stuart. May 2. 

Horcuison, Evizasets, Widow, 14 Kensington Gardens-ter., Hyde-pk. 
(who died in.or about the month of July, 1858). Bristow v. Skirrow, 
M.R. May 6. 


Garindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TurspaY, April 5, 1859. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 

Barris CoLontaL AND Foreicn SucaR Company.—V. C. Kindersley will, 
at his Chambers, on April 14, at 12 precisely, appoint Official 

MEXICAN AND SovuTH AMERICAN Company.—The Master of the Rolls orders 
a Call of £4 per share be made on all the Contributories, on or before 
April 7, payable to Robert Palmer Harding, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn. 

PRoresTant Lire AND Fire INSURANCE ASSOCIATION V, C. Kindersley 
will, at his Chambers, on April 18, at 2, make a Call on all the Contribu- 
tories of £10 10s. per share. 

TREVENA Mintne Company.—The Master of the Rolls orders a Call of £2 
per share be made on all the Contributories, on or before April 6, 
payable to Robert Palmer Harding, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, 


Fripay, April 8, 1859. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
British CoLONIAL AND ForEian Sucar Company.—April 14, at 12; for 
winding up. 
Prorestanr Lire AND Frre InsugANcE Association.—V,. C. Kindersley 
will, nes April 18, at 2, make a Call on all the Contributories of £10 10s. 
per share. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
TursDaY, April 5, 1859. 

Dunsuvuin, Jouy, Ropert Dunsmutr, & Joun Dunsmutg, jun., Coalmasters, 
Barr Mill, Beith (John Dunsmuir & aps ae 12,at1; Black Bull- 
hotel, Portland-st., Kilmarnock. Seg. A 

Lister, JouN, Redwalls, Strathruddie (parte Coal Co.) April 9, at 2; 
Royal-hotel, Cupar-Fife. Seq. Mar, 

Metven, James, Clothier, Aberdeen fe ‘eives & M’Gregor). April 9, at 2; 
Royal-hotel, Aberdeen. Seq. Mar. 30 

Mippieton, Georce, Wood Merchant, "Mansfield, Fife. April 13, at 1; 
Tontine-hotel, Cupar-Fife. Seg. April 1. 

SANDELL, Joun Cuarces, 51 Broughton-st., Edinburgh, late Army Ex- 
change Agent, 2 Warwick-st., Charing-cross, London. April 8, at 12; 
Stevenson’s-rooms, 4 St. Andrew’s-sq., Edinburgh. Seg. Mar. 31. 

Fripay, April 8, 1859. 

M‘Apam, Writiam, Farmer, Irongray, Kirkcudbright, sometime of Bar- 
moffaty, Kirkpatrick-Durham, April 18, at 1; Royal-hotel, Kirkcud- 
bright. Seg. April 4. 

Wricut, Josern Joun, Solicitor, 6 Leopold-pl., Edinburgh (J. J. & G. W. 
Wright.) April 15, at 12; 4 St. Andrew-sq., Edinburgh, Seg. April 4. 








HE TWENTY -FIFTH ANNUAL REPORT, 
Cash Account and BaLANce SHEET to 31st December last, as laid 

before the Members of THE MUTUAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, at 
the General Meeting, on Wednesday, 16th February, 1859, is now printed, 
and may be had on a written or personal application at the Society’s Office, 
39, King-street, Cheapside, E.C. To the nee = Accounts is appended 
a list of Bonuses paid on the claims of the 


year 18: 
CHARLES. INGALL, gorcest 
Tae Morvat Lire AssurRANCE OFFices, 
39, King-street, Cheapside, London, E.C, 


TOR FAMILY ARMS, send Name and County to 

the Heraldic Office. Sketch, 2s. 6d.; in colour, 5s. Monumenta} 
ee oie Seais, Dies, Share, and Diploma Plates, in Medieval and 
ERALDIC ENGRAVING.—Crest on Seal, or 
a 8s.; on Die, 7s.; Arms, Crest, and Motto, on Seal or Book 


tOLID GOLD, 18 Carat, Hall marked, Sard, 
Sardonyx, or Bloodstone Ring Engraved Crest, Two Guineas. Seals, 
Desk Seals, Mordan’s Pencil-cases, wes, he. Ilustrated Price List post free. 
vi ry Engraver and Heraldic Artist rp Nas has received the Gold 
for Engraving), 44, High Holborn, London, W.C. 








TEETH. 
A NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
ee eee ay composed of substances better suited, che. 
and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most accuracy, 
without which deldrattin as aay —— be but & souree of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any . From the 
of enpes ener es ean Priemtpe wan 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
DE ee ee ee ee 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE ESTABLISHED SURGEON. 

33, SEDO ATE HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street. _ Consultation gratis. / 

‘Messrs. Gabriel’s improvements are truly mnpeeteas, at oe Tepay a 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
order relating thereto.”— _— Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and pe ye ge de their Patent 
a ar ag which effectually restores front teeth 
which are injurious. 





NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
Removed from 61). 


By Her Masesty’s Royat Letters PATENT. 
WLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 

Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 


MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, Ante omg ally 
9, LowER GROSVENOR-STREE 
if SOLE INVENTOR AND PATENTER. 

, original, le stetatins, 
with the most absolute perfection and omnes, of ‘CALLY-PRE- 
PARED WHITE and GUM-COLQURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining to 
the gold or bone frame. 

Thee eee oe Serre may be briefly noted in 
edges are avoided ; 4 
freedom of 


tion of the gums. e acids of the mouth exert no agency on the 
mically-prepared India-rabber, and, as it is a Arar ncan fluids of 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness of smell 
taste being at the ame time wholly provided a agit by the peculiar nature 
of its preparation. 





ESSEX AND SUFFOLK, in and near the Town of Clare.'S 


f bay BE SOLD BY AUCTION, Pome to an 

Order of the High Court of Chancery , made in certain Causes, enti- 
tled respectively “ Chaplin v. ome = Ml “ Hatton v. Chaplin,” and ‘“ Hutton 
v. Fenton,” = the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor, Sir Richard Torin 
Kindersle: pe a ee hase Capes the aut Gime ta 
Messrs. FITCH and ee ag ey 
HALF-MOON INN, CLARE, in th of on MONDAY, 
18th day of APRIL, 1859, in 12 Lots, at THREE o'clock in the 
a FREEHOLD ESTATE, late the property of William 
Ridgwell, in the County of Essex, deceased, 

and meadow land, called 


ie 


fu 


dation Land. 
Printed 
at the office of Messrs. Rixon, Son, and Anton, 


Solicito: 
street, London, E.C.; and in the country, of Mr. F. B. a ek Solicitor, 
Colchester; of the Auctionee Fitch and Balls, 


Dated this 19th day of » 1859. 
FRED. ERs. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 


VOWSON AND NEXT PRESENTATION, YORK. 
0 BE SOLD, pursuant to on cader-et Se 


Court of Chancery, in a ” - Martin,” 
ABBOTT & WRIGGLES ORTH, at the AUCTION MART, Md 





of arable and pasture land. A dwelling-house in the 
t’s yard and shop, and a mone: tin lieu of 
the value of the Rectory- Bm per 


eae a inn, 
ia bor 
rotate 20H Git 


=o Hw ee et eOoea =sS b>’ 
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SupscripEeRs’ CoPIes CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
TeRMS:—THE JOURNAL ann REPORTER, In sEPt- 
‘RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME, CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 stamps. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

Tue Soxictrors’ JourNnaL & Reporter is published every 

ing in time for the early trains, and may be 
pores Sane Office, or through any Bookseller or 
ews Agent, on the day of publication. 

In answer to numerous applications from Subscribers desirous of 
making up their Sets of the WEEKLY Reporter, the Pub- 
lisher begs to announce, that the whole of the back 
numbers-are now reprinted, and that all the Volumes are on 
sale. The first four volumes can be supplied at a very reduced 
price. 

The Subscription to the Souicttors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPorTER, is 21. 12s. per annum, and for the JoURNAL 
without Reports ll. 14s. 8d., which includes all Supple- 
ments, Title, Index, Ge. gc. Post Office Orders crossed 
"“¢ Co.,” should be made payable to Witt1aM Draper, 59, 
Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the BRaNcH MONEY-ORDER 
Orrice, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 

—— 
NOTICES TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

“A.J. D.,” Kidderminster, will see, on reference to our Notes 
of Cases, that we have already in part carried out his ex- 
cellent suggestion, and we hope gradually to adopt it in every 
case, 
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PROVIDENCE AND CHARITY. 

There are two primary duties which devolve on every 
: the one, to take care that, by his forethought— 
if needful, his honest exertion—the wants of 
i ily are provided for; the other, to 

ing to his means, the necessitous and help- 
is fellow-men. The energy and love of 

characteristic of Englishuien, lead the 
ity of our population to be self-providing, 

it certainly cannot be charged against us that, as a 
nation, we are wanting in charity. Yet, in the per- 
formance of both: the duties to which we have alluded, 
many i might, be noted; and much need 
exists for a ey _— resort to ye benefits of life 
insurance, a wider support of the principle em- 
bodied in the Solicitors’ Benevolent ‘Ameocistion. : 


_ Solicitors, like all professional men, have a: peculiar: 


interest in life assurance, as the best safeguard against 
the uncertainty of life and health; and they are, also, 
the most efficient ao the exercise of this form 

forethough t, use are intimate} uainted 
artnet clromsasnsnens asi hsecanities of theif clients 
We are, therefore, always glad to hear of the success of 
any insurance ‘association supported by our body, and 
have much pleasure’ in drawing attention to the very 


pene et of the London and Provincial Law 
Society, which is this week reported in our 


Bat, let prudence ‘and economy do what they will, it 
is Certain that there will always be a residue of unfaire- 
seen misery and want to exercise our Christian benevo- 

Tt is to meet these unavoidable necessities, and in 

with the excellent maxim, that charity begins 

t home, that the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association has 
founded. Originating with some active members of 

the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, it held 
its first meeting at Bristol in the autumn of last year, and 
ithas now just celebrated its second half-yearly meeting 
No, 120, 





by a festival under the chairmanship of the Lord Mayor, 
who is himself a strenuous ng aa of the association. 
The increase in its numbers been very rapid, and 
every hope may be entertained that at no distant time 
the prosperity of the society may be equal to the unde- 
niable excellence of its objects; but we would take this 
opportunity ofstrongly urging on the profession through- 
out the whole country, not to lose a day in contributing, 
according to their means, for the aid of the unfortunate 
and necessitous among their own body. 
—_—_—_——_—__—_—— 
EDUCATION OF SOLICITORS.—EXAMINATIONS 
DURING ARTICLES. 


As to the usage it receives at the hands of the law, 
our branch of the profession has certainly much to com- 
lain of. It pays large annual taxes, while the other 
ranch of the profession, strong in the i i 


is 
carefully exempted. The other branch has obtained laws 


to be passed giving the monopoly of all legal appoint- 
ments (for the sn Pre are all but nothing). PKnd if 
a solicitor wishes to go to the bar, he must go through 
a three years’ extra penance. Above all, we solicitors are 
subjected to legislative scales of prices, and to i 
regulations, unknown in any other branch of occupation, 
and so against all principle as to be monstrous in the 
eyes of a political economist. 

But grumble as we may, we shall have, like al]. other 
bodies under burthens, to continue as we are, or to 
emancipate ourselves ; and there is but one way to do 
so, and that one is in our own power. It is, to take 
care that the profession of a solicitor be of itself a mark 
of high educational traini Something equivalent to 
this has been accomplished by the me profession. 
Any one who can remember the medical profession a 
quarter of a century since, still more fifty years back, 
will fully confirm us in saying as much. If we solici- 
tors were wise, we should carefully scan their system and 
their improvements. The paragrap below, taken from the 
Times of the 12th inst., will show one ge eg» point 
in which, we regret to say, the Council of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society are relapsing from the wiser: views 
which they have till recently entertained, and seem about 
to oppose the concurrent ae of all the local law 
societies, the experience of both the Universities, shown 
by their recent changes of practice, and that of the 
medical profession, as recently indicated. 

The question we allude to is this :—Should an articled 
clerk be required to go up in all the subjects of exami- 
nation at one sitting, and at the end of his time, or 
should he be allowed, on due notice, to present himself 
on any of the four quarterly examination days during, 
say, the last two years of his articles, and be examined 
on any one or more of the subjects; and thus doing b 
two or three, or more steps, what he is now peltviow. Be 
if not in truth required, to do by a cram? 

Of course the latter plan will tend to turn, and to a 
great extent will turn, the aa system of cram into a 
steady course of reading. If it does not so well ensure 
Nag we deny) that on admission the alumni are as 
ully charged with law as on the former plan, it does 
better—it ensures habits of learning, and that know- 
ledge shall have been taken in more gradually, a point 
of the first moment, if it is to be remembered for any 
length of time. 

he heads of the new law as to attorneys proposed by 
the Council, would prevent, without a’ er Act of 
Parliament, such a system as that we are sirens 
being adopted hereafter. Surely this must be unwise 
At least let the Act be so drawn that more than one 
examination can be permitted, if a second change of 
light should hereafter come over the Council. 

The paragraph alluded to is as follows :— 

The medical profession and the public generally will be 
glad to learn that the new system of examining candidates for 
the diploma of membership of this college, determined upon by . 
the Council, has come into operation. By its aid it is hoped~ 
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that the acquirements of the candidates who offer themselves 
for examination will be more efficiently tested than heretofore, 
and it is especially sought to discountenance the plan of pre- 
paring for examination by what is called “grinding” or 
“ eramming,”.i.e., substituting the mere catechetical instruction 
of a grinding tutor for the study of the fundamental principles 
of the art of surgery in the dissecting-room and in the wards 
of the hospital. The student is now required, in the first 
place, to prove that he has practically studied anatomy, by an 
examination npon the dead body, and on another day he has to 
furnish written answers to questions in physiology, or the 
functions of the economy. These two tests, which are termed 
the “ preliminary examination,” cannot be submitted to until 
the student has furnished proof that he has completed two 
years’ study in a medical school recognised by the college, as 
offering due guarantees of being able to conduct an efficient 
education. After he has passed four years in such study of his 
profession, he may present himself for the two final or pass 
examinations in pathology and surgery, the one oral, the other 
written. By the system of examination now abandoned (except 
in a few particular cases) all these subjects were inquired into 
on the same evening, the student having only to submit to a 
single examination at the end of his studies. Already pupils 
have passed the preliminary examination, or “little go,” as it 
is termed, but which many have found far from being so in- 
icant an affair. 

Sinee the above was in type, we have received the 
letter on “t Legal Honours,” which appears in another 
column. We entirely sympathise in the effort to per- 
petuate the distinctions earned by hard-working and 
meritorious students; and we believe that no better 
means could be employed to raise the educational status 
of the profession. We shall be happy to afford any 
assistance in our pawer to the gentlemen engaged in this 

© WOrkK. 


> 
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THE CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILLS. 
There was an opportunity last night of exposing to 


the vulgar gaze that most hurtful an odious of all im- 
postures connected with the machinery of legislation 
and jurisprudence, the Statute Law Commission. With 


a temerity that is rarel epllet, the Attorney-General 
challenged discussion by laying upon the table one of 
those famous Criminal Law Consolidation Bills which have 
been the stock in trade and the disgrace of the Commis- 
sioners ever since their appointment. It appears, how- 
ever, that no one has yet thought it his duty to tell the 
House something about the doings and undoings of this 
preposterous body. Out of doors, among all who know 
anything of the matter—excepting, of course, such as 
have a substantial interest in the status ntempt 
has long since been succeeded by indignation, on account 
of the scandalous and persistent trifling, and the syste- 
matic attempt at cajoling Parliament, which has always 
characterised its proceedings. For several years it has 
been in existence, with a very large expenditure, and has 
done literally nothing. To some people it may be a 
piece of information that these Criminal Law Bills are 
the result of the task which was confided many years 
ago to Mr. Lonsdale, and which, having been revised by 
the late Chief Justice Jervis, Mr. Greaves, and others, 
were introduced to the House of Lords in 1856 by Lord 
Cranworth. In the two su ing sessions, they were 
made to do duty for two sets of law officers, and fur- 
_ nished a repeals apology for the Statute Law Com- 

mission to those who were ignorant of the real authors 
and revisers of the Bills. Last session and this, they 
were so often paraded on the notice-book of the House, 
as to make some people believe that Sir Fitzroy Kelly 
regarded law reform as his political capital. Next ses- 
sion, no doubt, the Attorney-General for the time being 
will take an early opportuity of making a fine announce- 
ment about the consolidation of the criminal law; and 
if Sir F. Kelly fills that office, we shall be certain of 
ps introduced to our old friends, the Bills of 1856, 
as if they were something actually novel. The 
Statute Law Commission, and its abettors, thus block 





up the way of real improvement, because the public | 


imagine that something is being actually accom 

while the fact is, that iching Sasteret oH po pr 
during the many years of its existence, om, yy ways 
the pocketing of salaries, and otherwise the great 
waste of public money. It is hardly credible, but never- 
theless true, that these Commissioners have not yet set- 
tled even the principle on which the work of consolida- 
tion is to be attempted. Sometimes the .o™ for not 
prosecuting these Criminal Consolidation Bi been, 
that, unfortunately, they included some 
which it was consi better to introduce in a separate 
form, and afterwards incorporate with the existing law. 
At other times it has been said, on the 
unluckily, the task of consolidation merely had 
confided to the draftsmen, and it would 

D to withdraw the Bills, for the p e of in- 
troducing some obvious amendments. piss these 
unhappy Bills, it is obvious that mere consolidation, or 
even amendment, without some improvement in the™ 
manner and the language of our legislative enactments, 
cannot be of any utility. 

It is generally agreed that the first step towards im- 
provement in the manner of our gana should be 
the appointment by both Houses of Parliament of an 
officer for the revision of public Bills. The witnesses 
examined before the select committee on the Statute 
Law Commission, differ very much as to what ought to 
4 the precise aime and extent of his ny 7 

mmissioners, in their second report, suggest that hi 
power and duties should be of the largest character, 

hey say that he, or a board whose officer he would he, 
ought to “ advise on the legal effect of every Bill” re- 
ferred to them, and “in particular, on the existing state 
of the law affected by the proposed Bill, its language 
and structure, and its operation on the existing law; 


, ’ 


and also to point out what statutes it repeals, alters, or 
modifies, and whether any statutes or clauses on the 
same subject-matter are left unrepealed or conflicting.” 
Mr. Coode in his evidence is very severe, and perhaps 
somewhat hypercritical, in his remarks upon the want 
of logical expression in this su ion of the Com- 
missioners. He says it would be difficult for the a 
posed officer to make any distinctions between the four 
cases on which it is proposed he should 
report. But apart from any cavil at the 
of the Commissioners, the task which they would im- 
pose upon the officer and his staff is er im- 
racticable; and even were it practicable, would be 
be most inconvenient in its operation, ly upon 
our legal tribunals. In effect, it would be an attempt to 
give a complete and authoritative digest, not only of the 
statute law, but also of the common law, every 
point involved in any measure introduced to House, 
whether by the Government or by a private member. 
It is not pretended, by the appointment of this officer 
or board, to interfere with the privileges of Parliament, 
or to prevent any member from bringing under its con- 
sideration whatever Bill he chooses. The supposition, 
therefore, is, that the proposed officer or board would be 
able, without impeding Fealiomantots Saeattty to su 
a complete treatise upon the whole law halal 
affecting the provisions of every measure proposed to 
Parliament. if such an officer or board were in exist- 
ence, any member of either House who was 
with existing text-books on any subject, would have 
nothing to do but to draw a Bill relating to it, and— 
assuming the theory of the Commissioners—he would 
have, in the course of the session, a com: 1 
the law on the point, with the advan moreover, of 
all the weight and authority which would necessarily 
attach to production of’ a‘Parliamentary board or 
officer. It is enough to state such a sition to show 
how unfeasible it is. 
But another difficulty remains. How far these 
w 
be 


statements or summaries of law, 
be ti sibs of Tr glnB ei 
or judicially noticed, by our courts of 
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At present the judges are constantly struggling, in the 
in i ‘of a to pose the Cie of 
the Legislature, to which they have generally no clue 
whatever, except what appears in its own enactments. 
But, if the i ey of the Commissioners be carried out, 
how can they shut their eyes to an authoritative state- 
ment of the grounds, the antecedents, and the ] 
motives of these enactments, even though, in the opinion 
of our highest Courts, such statement a be clearly 
erroneous in some important particulars. The practical 
effect would be, to incorporate an infinitely greater mass 
of commentaries—necessarily composed with haste, and 
in the midst of distractions—with our present mountain 
of statutes. No one will say that such a result is de- 
sirable. 

Mr. Coode’s ion is more rational, and certainly 
much more practicable. He proposes the appointment 
of a revising clerk, to whom every public Bill should 
be i before ‘its being moved in committee; and 
that no motion be made for the passing of the Bill until 
he shall have reported thereon. Mr. Coode suggests 
that the duties of such officer should be to ascertain and 
report——** 1. What pain statute is modified or repealed 
by each clause, and whether the necessary references or 
repeals are definitely made (omitting all references to 
the other effects of the Bill and to the common law); 
2. That the Bill is satisfactorily expressed ; and 3. That 
the order of its enactments is satisfactory.” There would 
be nothing impossible, and there would be greater advan- 

i officer, with one or two assistants, dischargi 
ag first, no doubt, he a. 

experience considerable diffic in pointing out ev 
statute that would be modified 2 bese ponhaliaie 
in the two hundred or more Bills which are laid upon 
the table of either House every session. In many in- 
stances, Acts are virtually, though not expressly, 
repealed; and it is sometimes impossible to state how 
pe A revious enactments may be more or less 
m ed, somehow or other, by a new one. One 
of the main evils of our present system of statute- 

making is the frequency of indefinite repeals, and re 

operating by co’ intg matter, which compel the law- 
sometimes to range the whole field of our statute- 

w, in order to arrive at the effect of an Act of the 
present reign. The first part of the reviser’s task as 
proposed by Mr. Coode, would, therefore, of itself be 
necessarily a work of great labour for some time. But 
if in future every re was required to be made by 

ific reference, and in express terms, the labour of 
such revision would be constantly diminishing, until at 
length any modern statute would contain in itself com- 
plete information—or, at all events, specific notice suffi- 
ciently distinct to put one on inquiry—as to its effect 
upon existing statutes. Such an officer could thus lay 
a foundation for the ultimate consolidation of the whole 
body of our statute law. 

Another important step towards so desirable a result 
would be, the classification of our statutes. The only 
classification now sanctioned % authority is into Public, 
General, Local and Personal (declared public, &c.), Pri- 
vate Printed, and Private not Printed Acts. Under the 
first and far the most important head is included the 
great bulk of our loguleion as it affects the public, or 
prescribes “ rules of civil conduct.” Commissioners 
properly describe the public general statutes of each 
session as “ a mass of documents, differing essentially from 
one another in their character, and in the continuance 
and extent of their tion ; thrown together fortuitously 
in the order in which they are assented to by the Crown” — 
an order purely accidental. If the number of statutes 
relating merely to the administration of the Govern- 
ment were separated from the whole mass, the remain- 
der would be much more manageable. Appropriation 
Acts, Loan Acts, Mutiny Acts, Customs Acts, others 

the administration or fiscal duties of Par- 


belonging to 
certain] 
eo le an oan 





be several convenient subdivisions, exhibiting the area, . 


the duration, and the subject matter of their 
so that in the course of a short peace She oe 


have, 
€. g.—as was suggested by a member of the select com- 


mittee—all the written laws affecting cotton-spinners, — 
fisheries, or any other subject-matter of legislation, con- 
solidated into ‘an intelligible code, merely by following 
out the principle of classification. 

On some future occasion, we shall have something 
add on the improvements which are practicable in th 
internal structure and the lan 
Without some attention to the logical order and proper - 
sequence of enactments, and also to the manner of ex- 
pression used therein, mere consolidation can only prove 
a partial benefit. 


> 
ie 


The Courts, Appointments, Vacancies, dee. 





FIRST DAY OF TERM. 

Yesterday being the first day of Easter Term, the Lond 
Chancellor received the judges of the several Courts of Equity 
and Common Law to breakfast at his mansion in Eaton-square, 
and also held a general levee of the bar, which was most nume- 
rously attended by the leading Queen’s Counsel, and other 
members of the bar having the privilege of attending. At.one 
o'clock the Lord Chancellor, accompanied by the judges, ac- » 
cording to their seniority and rank, proceeded in state to West- 
minster-hall, where, as usual, a large concourse of persons were 
assembled to witness the ceremony of opening the courts on the 
first day of term. 

The Lord Chancellor took his leave of the judges at the door 
of the Court of Common Pleas, where a number of sexjeants 
were assembled, after which the judges of the several Courts 
of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, Exchequer, and the several 
Vice-Chancellors, retired to and opened their respective courts. 


New Country Courr Jupez.—The Lord pee has © 
appointed Camille F. D. Caillard, Esq., conveyancer an i ind 
draughtsman, to the judgeship of the county court of Wilt- 
shire. 


> 
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Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancecp. 
(By Martin Wane, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 





PRACTICE—PROCEEDING IN ABSENCE OF PERSONAL REPRE- 
SENTATIVE—SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION. 


Maclean v. Dawson, 7 W. R., M. R., 354. 


Two questions arose in this case affecting the practice of the 
Court: one relating to the necessity for an English representa- 
tion of a testator domiciled abroad, where it is intended to 
affect his estate; the other relating to the practice of serving 
defendants out of the jurisdiction. 

A testator, who was domiciled in Scotland, had constituted 
three persons his residuary legatees and personal representatives 
—all of whom had proved the will according to the law of Scot- 
land, and properly represented the testator in that country. Two 
of them were resident in Scotland; the other lived in 
but had taken out no English representation. The 
filed a bill against the executors to enforce a claim against 
the testator’s estate, and served the two Scotch executors 
by special order. The executor who was resident in England 
demurred to the bill, on the ground that he did not repre- 
sent the testator according to the English law; and his 
demurrer was allowed, the Court holding that such a case was 
not within the 44th section of the Chancery Improvement Act 
(15 & 16 Vict. c. 86), which gives the Court power to proceed 
in a suit, under certain circumstances, without the presence of 
a personal representative of the testator, or, if it shall think 
fit, to appoint one. There have been a great many cases 
that section, which are collected in “ Morgan's Chancery Acts,” 
p. 167. The general rule is, thes, te induce the Court to : 
under the section, it is necessary, first, that the interest of 
deceased in the matter in question should be of little import- 
ance, and not involving the administration of his estate; ~ 
and, secondly, that there should be some difficulty in 
representation to his estate in the ordinary way, 

The other question in the t case was raised by the 
two executors in Scotland who did not et Ba 
moved to discharge the order which had made for : 





in , 
of our statutes. . | 
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on them ont of the jurisdiction, upon the ground that the 
matters out of which the disputed claim arose took place in Scot- 
land, and that since thefiling of the bill proceedings had been com- 
menced in Scotland, in which the plaintiff's claims would be em- 
braced. The Court, however, refused to disturb the order, and held 
that where an order has been obtained for service of a bill out of 
the jurisdiction, the only grounds on which the defendant can 
move, before appearance, to discharge the order, are either that 
it was contrary to the rules of the Court, or that it was ob- 
tained by fraud, or in violation of good faith. It appears, also, 
from the judgment of the Master of the Rolls, that on a prima 
facie case being made out for such an order the Court has no 
discretion to refuse it. (See “ Morgan’s Chancery Acts,” 124.) 
Goopwitt—SaLe or Bustness—INJUNCTION. 
Churton v. Douglas, 7 W. R., V. C. W., 365. 

It has been established by decided cases that the mere fact 
of a trader selling the “ goodwill” of his business, does not, in 
the absence of express stipulation, imply a contract that the 
vendor shall not set up a similar business next door if he likes, 
and make a fresh business by his own industry. In the present 
case, however, it has been held that a Court of Equity will 

eless interfere if he sets up a business under the same 
style as that which he sold, and represents to the public that 
the identical business is being resumed and carried on by him. 
Such conduct is considered by the Court to be a fraud, and will 
be restrained as such. The present case was certainly a strong 
one for the interference of the Court; for the vendor not only 
established hi: next door under the same style as that 
which he used before the sale, but he decoyed three of the 
| ag shopmen who had previously to the sale been in 
is own house, and induced them to leave the purchaser's 
service and to join him in the new establishment. The injunc- 
tion granted by the Court was to restrain the defendant from 
resuming or carrying on the business of a stuff merchant, at or 
in immediate neighbourhood of B., either alone or in part- 
nership with any other persons, under the style or firm of 
“J.D. & Co.;” or in any other manner holding out that he 
‘was carrying on the business in continuation of or in succession 
to the business carried on by the late firm of “ J. D. & Co.” 


Leases AND Sates or SeTrtep Estates AcT—LEGAL 
Estate. 
Eyre v. Sanders, 7 W. R., V. C. W., 366. 

In this case a point arose as to the interpretation of the 15th 
section of the Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act (19 & 20 
Vict. c. 120), by which the Court of Chancery is empowered, 
on the occasion of any sale under the Act, to direct persons to 
execute a conveyance of the settled estates, with a proviso that 
such deed shall take effect as if the settlement had contained a 
power enabling such persons to effect such’sale. In the present 
case, the legal estate was outstanding in mortgages. Two 
orders were made by the Court, by which the mortgagees were 
bound, directing three persons, therein named, to execute the 
conveyance, and ordering all other necessary parties to join. 
After the orders, but before the conveyance, the mortgagees 
reconveyed the legal estate to the existing trustees of the set- 
tlement, and the purchaser insisted that the trustees ought to 
join in the conveyance. The Court, however, held, that the 
legal estate which had been acquired by the trustees passed, 
under the conveyance by the nominees of the Court. If the 
estate had been still outstanding in the mortgagees at 
the time of the conveyance, it is presumed that they must have 
joined, in order to convey it to the purchaser. But, inasmuch 
as the trustees had acquired the legal estate previously to the 
conveyance, although subsequently to the order, it was held to 
be included under the definition of “settled estates ” in s. 1, 
namely, “all estates or interests which are the subject of a 

nt.” 


o> C—O: — 


Wotes on Recent Cases at Common Lav. 
(By James Sreruen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
* Lush's Common Law Practice,” §c., fc.) 


REPRESENTATIVE Francuise—“ MitiTary KNIGHTS OF 
Wixpsor,” Position or. 

Heartley (Appellant) v. Banks (Respondent), 7 W.R., C.P., 342. 
By this case (which was an appeal from the decision of the 
revising barrister) it is established that a man who, as “a 
knight of Windsor,” resides in one of the houses ap- 
proprigted to him as a lodging by the Crown, does not thereby 
acquire-an electoral franchise in respect. of such residence, 








either as owner or tenant thereof. This was decided by the 
revising barrister on the ground that the occupation of these 
knights was for the purpose of military service only, and, 
therefore, did not confer a right to vote. This reason the Court 
of Common Pleas held to be fallacious, though they affirmed 
the decision itself, as they considered that the appointment of 
a military knight of Windsor was not an office at all, but an 
institution of a purely eleemosynary kind. Moreover, they 
thought that it could not be said that the knights have a free- 
hold interest in their houses, inasmuch as the legal estate there- 
in is in the dean and canons of Windsor, under whose control 
and authority the knights are placed. The section of the 
Reform Act under which the claim was made was the 27th, 
which gives a vote for the city or borough to every male person 
of full age who shall occupy therein, as owner or tenant, any 
house, &c., of the clear yearly value of not less than ten 
pounds, This appeal was disallowed without costs, as the 
Court was of opinion that the case was a very fit one for consi- 
deration. - 


LiaBILITY OF OCCUPIERS TO THE PUBLIC FoR REPAIRS. 
Bishop v. Trustees of the Bedford Charity, 7 W.R., Q. B., 345. 

This was a case somewhat resembling in principle that of 
Hardcastle v.-The South Yorkshire Railway and River 
Company, recently noticed, inasmuch as it turns on the liability 
of those who occupy premises to answer for the consequences 
of allowing them to remain out of repair, if an accident is 
occasioned and an injury suffered thereby. In the present 
case, however, the main question which arose was one rather 
of fact than of law. The declaration charged that the defendants 
being possessed of a certain messuage and area near to a public 
footway,—an area in part covered by a grating, which it was 
their duty to keep in good repair, so that passengers might not 
be in danger of falling into the area,—permitted the grating to 
be in bad repair, whereby the plaintiff passing along on his 
lawful business fell down and was injured; and the only point 
which was contested was, whether the defendants were , 
of the premises in question, or the owners and landlords thereof 
merely, in which latter case it was argued that they were not 
liable for the non-repair. This last proposition was admitted 
by the Court in the following terms:—“It is certainly well 
settled that where houses or lands are let and in the possession 
of the lessee, the lessor is not liable for the negligent manage- 
ment of the property in thie exclusive possession of the lessee.” 
Upon this point the judges of the Court were unanimous; but 
they differed in their opinion whether, under the particular 
circumstances of the case (which was complicated by the fact 
that the lessee of the defendants had passed through the Insol- 
vent Court) the defendants were occupiers or not of the pre- 
mises. As to this the Court was equally divided; an arrange~ 
ment was therefore made that the case should be taken for 
decision by way of appeal to the Court of Exchequer Chamber. 
Errect OF A CERTIFICATE OF BANKRUPTCY—MEANING 

or “ Annuity DEBTOR” IN THE CONSOLIDATION ACT 

OF 1849. 

White v. Corbet, 7 W. R., Exch, C., 363. 

This case was brought before the Court of Error on a bill of 
exceptions to the ruling of Martin, B., at Nisi Prius. 
The declaration was on a bond, entered into by the defendant 
“as surety ” for J. F: C., who had contracted with the plaintiff 
to grant him a yearly life annuity as the purchase-money of 
some mines; and to the breaches of this bond, by the non-pay- 
ment of certain instalments of the annuity, the defendant 
pleaded in bar his bankruptcy before the instalments became 
due, It appeared, however, at the trial, that there were certain 
arrears of annuity unpaid since the bankruptcy, and the judge 
directed a verdict for their amount, thus raising the question 
whether a certificate of bankruptcy (which had been obtained 
by the defendant in due course) operated as his discharge from 
the instalments of the annuity with respect to which he was 
surety, as they successively became due and payable by J. F.C.; 
in other words, whether the value of the annuity could be 
proved against the surety, on his becoming a bankrupt, as being 
an “annuity debtor "*within 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, 8.175. It 
was held, in the case of Amott v. Holden (18 Q. B, 593) by 
Lord Campbell, C. J., and Erle, J.), that the liability on a bond, 
such as that now declared upon, was that of a surety, not 
of a principal; and, consequently, that he did not fall within 
the proper meaning of an annuity debtor. This being so, it 


resulted, both in that case and the present one, that the value 
of the annuity not being proveable in bankruptcy against 
bankrupt surety, his rege oh was tot bar; since bod certificate 
a ete: ebts which may be against 
To the decision, however, aakea 


bankrupt. ed at by the 
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majority of the Court, in Amott v. Holden, Wightman, J., dis- 
sented; holding that on such a bond, the defendant’s liability 
was that.of a principal. The Court of Exchequer Chamber, 
in the present case, sided with the majority of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, and gave judgment for the plaintiff. They 
also considered, and decided in his favour, another point, which 
had not arisen in Amott v. Holden (that case having been on a 
bankruptcy occurring before the Consolidation Act, 1849), viz. 
whether the claim against the defendant was not discharged by 
his certificate, as being a “ contingent liability ” within 12 & 13 
Vict. c. 106, s. 178, This point, however, had been, in effect, 
already decided by the Exchequer Chamber against the defend- 
ant on such a bond, in Boyd v. Robins (a case which we have had 
occasion to notice at some length),* and which was, conse- 
quently, an express authority against the present defendant on 
this ground also. 
Law or Distress—AverIaA CaRucm, EXEMPTION OF. 
Keen v. Priest, 7 W. R., Exch., 376. 


This was an action for distraining some sheép when there 
were at the time other goods and chattels of the plaintiff on 
the land, sufficient to answer the arrears of rent due, and the 
costs of the distress. The proceeding was grounded upon the 
51 H. 3, st. 4, which enacts that beasts of the plough, and 
beasts which “ gain the land,” and sheep, shall not be distrained 
if there be other distress sufficient. And it appeared in 
evidence at the trial that there were at the time on the land 
certain unbroken colts, heifers, and steers, which might have 
been taken in lieu of the sheep. It was urged on behalf of the 
defendant, as a reason why a verdict against him with damages 
to the value of the sheep should be set aside, that “colts, and 
heifers, and steers,” were animals which, in the words of the 
Act, “ gain the land,” and therefore stand on the same footing 
as sheep. But this the Court overruled, as these animals were 
at the time of the distress unbroken to harness, The Court, 
moreover, held that the damages were rightly assessed at the 
value of the sheep taken—the distress not being irregular 
merely, but unlawful—and that there was nothing in the case 
to make them nominal only, or to reduce them below that mea- 
sure. 


dies 
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Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, April 8. 
SUPERANNUATION BIL. 
This Bill was brought up from the other House and read a 
first time. 
INDICTABLE OFFENCES (MetTropouitaN Districts) BILu. 
a Lorp CHANCELLOR moved the third reading of this 


Lord Lynpuurst said—My Lords, I object to this measure, 
both in principle and detail, and I wish to state to your Lord- 


ships the reasons and grounds of my objection. At present we 
are not at all aware of what arbitrary government means; 
prosecutions for political offences are never heard of; but, un- 
fortunately, I have lived in times of a different character. I 
have seen the time when the Government was carried on upon 
arbitrary and even tyrannical principles—when political pro- 
secutions were of constant occurrence, and were conducted with 
extreme harshness, and punishments of great severity were 
inflicted for political offences. We must not so far delude our- 
selves as to suppose that such a state of things can never again 
arise. Violent political feelings may again be excited, and who 
can venture to say that a similar state of things may not again 
occur? At all events, let us not, acting under such a delusion, 
take any steps towards destroying the bars and fences the con- 
stitution has given against the exercise of arbitrary power. 
The constitution provides that no mam shall be put on his trial 
for any grave offence except on the presentment of a grand 
jury, or found guilty except on the subsequent verdict of 
the petty jury; and the decision of the grand jury must be 
that of twenty-four persons, declaring on their oath that they 
believe the party charged is guilty of the offence of which he is 
accused. That has hitherto been the law of the country, and 
it is the law at this moment. In the most arbitrary periods of 
our history that law has never been infringed or broken in 
upon, Attempts have been made at different times to in- 
vade it by intimidation and corruption; but the law itself has 
stood as a barrier, firm as a rock, amidst all the storms of the 





* Vide sup. p. 128. 





worst of times, and has come down to us unchanged. 
Attorney-General, in the exercise of his high functions, 

Court of Queen’s Bench, have the power of dispensing 

tain cases with the grand jury. And what are you 

this Bill? You are giving that power to every police 

trate within the metropolitan district, and not only the 

which is given to the high officers that I have menti 

far greater power, for, as my noble and learned friend the Chief 
Justice has just stated, that power of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench and of the Attorney-General is confined to misdemea- 
nours, whereas you are giving by this Bill power to dispense 
with grand juries, not only in cases of misdemeanour, but also 
in every case of felony. My Lords, these gentlemen to whom 
you are giving this power are officers of the Government; they 
have been appointed by the Government; they are removable at 
the pleasure of the Government. Are you willing, then, to 
make. this extraordinary change in our laws? Is there any 
case of necessity to justify such a change? I think I can show 
your Lordships that no such necessity exists. My noble and 
learned friend on the woolsack paid a just eulogium to the cha- 
racter and abilities of the metropolitan police magistrates. I 
entirely concur with my noble and learned friend in acknow- 
ledging their integrity, their legal capacity, and their indepen- 
dence; but, my Lords, we are not legislating alone for the pre- 
sent moment. We are not to confine our view to the present 
hour. We are legislating for the future. What is the first 
step taken by an arbitrary Government? To appoint men 
who shall be subservient to and carry into effect the will of 
their superiors. I beg your Lordships to consider what the 
consequences will be under such circumstances, if this Bill of 
my noble and learned friend should pass into a law. But it is 
said that ghere are exceptions in this Bill. There are exceptions, 
but they do not provide for one-twentieth part of the cases 
which may be made use of by an arbitrary Government for 
inflicting vengeance upon its political opponents. Cases under 
the Riot Act, and a variety of other cases that will occur tothe 
mind of my noble and learned friend, are not excepted in the 
clauses to which I have referred; and I say that enough there 
remains to give ample scope to an arbitrary Government to in- 
flict vengeance upon its political opponents. It is harmless at 
the present moment, but will it always be harmless? It is our 
duty to provide against all contingencies, and not to suppose 
that the present harmony and the present smoothness of the 
Government will always continue. But, again, my Lords, how 
will this Bill of my noble and learned friend be received by the 
other House of Parliament? We provide for ourselves. We 
protect ourselves by a grand jury, but the Commons of Eng- 
land, at least in the metropolitan district, are not protected. 
That protection is taken away by this Bill, but the protection 
of your Lordships’ House remains entire. Is this legislation 
that ought to commence in the House of Lords? Ought 
we to say to the Commons of England, of every rank 
and station, “ You shall not be protected by a grand 
jury, but we will take care to protect ourselves?” Again, 
there is no equality in this Bill; for, according to its pro- 
visions, if a complaint is made before a magistrate, and that 
complaint is dismissed, the prosecutor has a right to go before 
the grand jury and have a bill found against the accused. The 
prosecutor, therefore, has an appeal against the decision of the 
magistrate; bu the accused has no appeal, for if the decision be 
against him, the case immediately goes before a common jury. 
Is there any fairness in. that? If there is any favour to be 
shown, the general maxim of the law is to show it to the 
accused; but here the fuvour is shown to the prosecutor. These 
are some of the details of the Bill to which I most strongly 
object. But let me remind you of another circumstance. I 
do not consider that the advantage and ‘use of the grand jury 
are confined to presenting indictments and returning true bills. 
They have other uses, not less important. The attendance of 
the grand jury on the Court adds to its weight, its dignity, its 
importance, its impression on the — mind. Again, no man 
can place greater reliance than I do on the integrity of the 
judges; but give me leave to say that there is no mode of keep- 
ing men within the line of their duty more certainly than by 
securing that their functions should be performed under the 
inspection of a body of men of their own ststion—men of 
learning and of observation. Again, allow me to remind your 
Lordships how important it is that the gentlemen of the country 
should, as grand jurymen, attend from time to time the admi- 
nistration of justice, for they thus become acquainted with the 
law, with the mode of its administration, and with the principles 
on which it is founded. We were told, I remember, on a pre- 
vious stage of the Bill, by my noble and learned friend on the 
woolsack, that the grand jury were desirous of being re- 
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ived from the performance of these duties. I regretted 
hear it, because I believe that the part which has been taken 
the gentlemen of this country in the administration of 
ter and especially in the administration of justice, 
secured to the people, and still secures to them, all the ad- 
vantages of the liberty which they enjoy. Nothing affords a 
eee gen for the liberties of a country than that the 
of the country should be performed by the public. It 
was said by the supporters of the Bill that, practically, the 
grand jury were of no use. How of no use? Almost in the 
same breath we were informed that a great number of bills 
which had passed the police magistrates were thrown out by 
the grand jury. If that be so, how can it be said that they are 
of no use ? Again, we are told that the grand jury are ignorant 
men—whose fault is that? That is the fault of the sheriff; 
and if he misconduct himself, by not summoning proper persons 
to fill the office of grand jurors, he ought to be advised to 
review his conduct, and to amend it in that respect. Men of 
station, of character, and of position, ought to be summoned on 
the grand jury, and if ignorant men are placed there it is the 
fault of the sheriff or the summoning officer. The system is 
& great barrier of defence for the accused against false and un- 
founded accusations. I look upon its preservation as a matter 
of great importance, and I do not like to see this first step 
taken to break down an institution which has existed for 500 
years, in the worst times, and under the most arbitrary Govern- 
ments. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE said, he had raised objections to this 
Bill at a former stage on constitutional grounds, and those ob- 
jections he still retained. Such a measure was entirely without 
precedent in the history of the country, and was the first step 
to the abolition of grand juries all over the kingdom. Even if 
the Bill were agreed to, it ought to receive very considerable 
alterations. 

Lord CamPBELt hoped that the Lord ChanceHor would not 
press the Bill in the present session, after hearing the objections 
which had been urged against it. There would be no oppor- 
tunity for the other House to give that deep consideration which 
such a measure deserved, and, under present circumstances, it 
‘was not respectful to send it down to the House of Commons. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, his noble and learned friend 
took his stand upon the objection that the Bill would take 
away 4 great protection from the liberty of the subject, and he 
atgued that grand juries ought to be continued for the purpose 
of protecting persons charged with political offences. Now, 
one would have thought that there was nothing whatever in the 
measure excluding persons charged with political offences from 
its operation. Yet he had carefully guarded the liberty of the 
subject in this respect by providing that for persons charged 
with political offences there should still be the intervention of 
@ grand jury. He had introduced the meastre on the ground 
that within the Metropolitan Police district, where magistrates 
who had been trained to the law, and who sat in a public court, 
had the accused before them, and gave him an opportunity of 
examining witnesses, after an investigation especially directed to 
discover whether there were grounds for sending a person for 
trial, it was not necessary to interpose a secret tribunal, with 
imperfect means of inquiry, which decided without having the 
accused before it, and whose interference waslikely to be actually 
imischievous to the administration of justice. He Would not 
detain their Lordships by recent instances of the truth of this 
position, yet there had been cases which sttikingly proved that 
grand juries in the metropolis were not only of no use, but were 

actually mischievous. His fear was, that persons might wish to 
extend this measure to grand juries in the country, which he 
should deprecate, believing it to be extremely important that 
the services of country gentlemen should be retained in the 
administration of justice. In the present state of the session 
it was perfectly hopeless to expect to pass this Bill through the 
House of Commons. He should therefore now withdraw the 
Bill, but he trusted he might be able to introduce a similar 
Measure at a very early period of next session. 

Lord Overstoye wished, before the Bill was withdrawn, to 
say that the calm deliberation and patient investigation requi- 
site for the due discharge of judicial duties could not be ex- 

from these juries. He had once served upon one 
of them himself, when they had 400 bills placed before them, 
and fresh prisoners came in from the various metropolitan dis- 
tricts more rapidly than the grand jury could dispose of the 
bills requiring their attention. A summons to act as a grand 
juror was dreaded by every merchant and trader, for it often 
prodaced an interruption to his business, extending over nine 
or ten consecutive days. The system operated most o 
sivély towards an industrious and most important class, whthont 








in any way furthering the ends of justice. He trusted, there- 
fore, that this measure, proposing so desirable an improvement, 
would be revived on the reassembling of Parliament. 

Earl Grey also hoped that the noble and learned Lord on 
the woolsack would reintroduce this Bill at an early period of 
the next session. He was convinced that few practical reforms 
of the law would be more valuable than this one, The present 
system of grand juries in London had been shown to operate as 
an instrument for enabling many notorious criminals to 
from justice. It was not only useless, but mischievous. No- 
body could suppose that when the evidence had been carefully 
examined by a trained police magistrate, and the prisoner duly 
committed for trial, the grand jury would pay the same atten- 
tion to the case as if it had merely been heard before an 
ordinary justice of the peace. 

The order for the second reading of the Bill was discharged. 


AFFIDAvits BY Commission, &c., Bini. 
The Bill was read a second time; the committee fixed for 
Monday. 
NorrrincHam CHaARritTies BIL. 
The Bill was read a second time. 
Savines-Bank (IRELAND) BILL. 
The Bill passed through committee. 


Monday, April 11. 
CONCENTRATION OF COURTS. 


Lord REDESDALE, in moving that there be laid before their 
Lordships a plan of the ground proposed to be appropriated by 
the Hon. Society of Lincolu’s-inn to the courts and other 
buildings for the transaction of the business of the Court of 
Chancery, under the provisions of the Court of Chan- 
cery Accommodation Bill, now before the House, and 
plans and elevations of the said courts and buildings, observed 
that he thought it advisable that the accommodation of the 
courts of law generally should be fully considered. The 
accommodation for the courts at Westminster and elsewhere 
was quite inadequate to the requirements of the country, and it 
was extremely desirable that something should be done to 
remedy this evil. A petition had been presented to their 
Lordships from the Incorporated Law Society, directing atten- 
tion to a very much larger scheme for combining together all 
the courts of law and equity. He would not now inquire how 
far it was just and proper to apply, as was proposed, a portion 
of the Suitors’ Fund for the carrying out of the projected im- 
provements; but he must say, the location of the courts of law 
in close proximity to the Houses of Parliament was by no 
means a disadvantageous arrangement. In his opinion, it would 
be more desirable to seek the increased accommodation re- 
quired in the neighbourhood of Westminster than to transfer 
the courts to another quarter of the town, and he thought a 
suitable site for the purpose might easily be obtained between 
King-street and Parliament-street. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR must remind their Lordships that 
those plans were as much the property of the Society of Lin- 
coln’s-inn as any plan for the improvement of a gentleman’s 
estate was the property of that gentleman. When the two ad- 
ditional Vice-Chancellors were created the Society of Lincoln’s- 
inn, at its own expense, built two courts for their temporary 
accommodation, but he believed that those courts, if they were 
not very soon pulled down, would fall of themselves. The 
Act of 1852 abolished Masters in Chancery,and @ great propor- 
tion of the business was now done by the judges in the Court of 
Chancery and by their chief clerks in chambers. Rooms had been 
taken for the chief clerks, but they were very inconvenient, and 
he believed that the efficiency of that most important public 
measute of 1852 had been very considerably impaired, owing 
to the want of proper accommodation. It was absulutely es- 
sential, in order to carry out the system provided by that Act, 
that the chief clerks should have chambers near their courts, 
in order that they might have ready and constant access to 
them. ‘The Society of Lincoln’s-inn proposed to give a site, 
and to erect proper courts and proper chambers, provided the 
were guaran 4 pet cent. on their outlay and on the loss of 
the rent which they would incur byepulling down chambers. 
Under the Act of 1852 the Lord Chancellor had the power of 
applying a portion of the Suitors’ Fee Fund for the purpove of 
providing courts and offices, but he couldjonly apply that fund 
from year to year, and the Society of Lincoln’s-inn desired to 
be secured for their outlay by having a term of years granted, 
and that was the only ground which rendered an application to 
Parliament He should have ss or that 4 measure 

to immediately 


of this urgency would have been j 
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"and so it would, he believed, ho for a — scheme mariog 
been propounded, the object of which was to clear away about 
pen of peildiegs bétween Carey-street and the Strand, 
and to bring all the courts of law and equity together upon 

that spot. That might or might not be a very desirable object, 

for accomplishing it seemed to be of 

t it would be his duty to oppose it; because, 
as he understood, the Incorporated. Law Society proposed to 
take £800,000 from the Suitors’ Fee Fund of the Court of 
Chancety, and to apply it to that purpose. His noble friend at 
the head of the Government had consented to grant a commis- 
sion to inquire into the expediency of concentrating those courts, 
and into the means by which it could be effected, and he 
believed that the result of the inquiry would be, to show 
that the Suitors’ Fee Fund had to bear charges to 
such an amount, that there was no surplus which could 
be appropriated to this purpose. But supposing that such a 

plan ehould be deemed desirable, and that funds could be found 

r accomplishing it, how many years, he asked, must elapse 
before it could possibly be carried out; while the suitors of the 

Court of Chancery and the public generally were suffering from 

e want of the accommodation which was so much required ? 
is limited scheme which he had introduced would not inter- 
fere in the slightest degree prejudicially with the larger plan, 
because the Courts to be erected in Lincoln’s-inn under his 

Bill would only be about 200 yards from the site which was 

suggested in the new plan. 
Lord Cranworta agreed that the working of the Act of 

1852 was much impeded by the present state of the Courts; 
and for that reason he highly approved of the measure which 
the Lord Chancellor had laid before Parliament. But he saw 
no reaSonable objections to the plans being produced for the 
information of Parliament and the public. 


The motion was negatived. 
Tuesday, April 12. 
SuPERANNUATION AcT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pusiic Orrices ExTENsIon. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


COMBINATION OF WORKMEN, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


The Indemnity Bill, the Nottingham Charities Bill, and the 
St. James’ Baldersley Marriages Validity Bill, were read a third 
time. 

Tue Municipat Execrion Bini 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Thursday, April 14. 
THe ADMIRALTY CouRT. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in reply to a question from Lord 
CRANWORTH, stated that his attention had been called to the 
Récessity of opening the practice in the Court of Admiralty to 
the bar generally and to attorneys, and that a Bill had been 
prepared, and would, he had hoped, have been introduced into 
the other House of Parliament before now, having that object 
in view. 

SUPERANNUATION Brit. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Tue CoMBINATION OF WoRKMEN BiL1. 

This Bill passed through committee, 


Tae AFFIDAVITS BY ComMMISSION BILL. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


MontcreaL ELecrions. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, April 8. 
The Sale of Poisons Bill, the Sale and Transfer of Land 
land) Com ions and Stamps Bill, the Sale and Trans- 
of Land ere = A Bill, and the Receivers in Chancery 
(Ireland) Abolition Bill, were withdrawn. 

‘Tue Locat Government SupriementaL Bix1. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Tue Paurer Maintenance Act Continvance Bit. 


THE CONFIRMATION AND Propats Act AMENDMENT Bizz. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Law or Property anp Trusters Revrer Awenpwiitr 
Bru. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Mr. Rout hoped that at this period of the session the Bill 
would not be proceeded with. There were many clauses 

uiring great consideration. 

Sir S. Norrxcore wished, before his hon. and learned friend 
rose, to add, that the Bill seriously affected the interests of the 
Crown and the revenue departments. It would, therefore, be 
more convenient that the Bill should be withdrawn and brought 
forward in a new Parliament. 

Sir F. Keiy regretted that there should be any opposition 
to the passing of this Bill, which had twice received the sanc- 
tion of the House of Lords, after much discussion and investi- 
gation, and which in its main features was approved by all the 
most eminent lawyers in Parliament and in the country. Look- 
ing, however, to the present state of the House and the session, 
he felt bound, although with unfeigned regret, to acquiesce in 
the suggestion of his hon. and learned friend and withdraw the 
Bill. 

The Bill was then withdrawn. 

COMBINATION OF WORKMEN BILL. 

The Bill was read a third time and passed. 

Monday, April 11. 
Private Briuts. 

On the motion of Mr. Firzroy, it was resolved that pro- 
moters of private Bills should have leave to suspend any further 
proceedings thereupon in the present session, ia order to pto- 
ceed with the same Bills in the next session of Parliament. 

Locat GOVERNMENT (SUPPLEMENTAL) Brun. 
This Bill went through committee. 

PauPER MAINTENANCE Act CONTINUANCE BILL. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
CONFIRMATION AND Propate Act (1858) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
This Bill went through committee. 
Raitway Tickets TRANsFER Biz. 
The House then went into committee on this Bill. 


Tuesday, April 12. 
Vexatious INDICTMENTS. 
A Bill on this subject was brought in by Mr. Mellor, and 


read a first time. 
Wednesday, April 13 
Convict Prisons (ApRoaD) Bit. 


The clauses of this Bill were agreed to in cominittee without 
amendment. 


Vexatious Inpictment Bit. 


On the motion of Mr. M‘Manon, who stated various objec- 
tions to the provisions of this Bill, the order for the second 
reading was discharged. 


Thursday, April 14, 
Convict PRISONERS (ABROAD) Bit. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Mr. WALPOLE called attention to the report of the select 
committee on the Jews Act, and moved the resolution fecom- 
mended therein, namely—that, on the meeting of a new Par- 
liament, no resolution, in pursuance of the Act,o admit Jews 
to take the oath, omitting the words, “on the true faith of a 
Christian,” be taken into consideration till 12 o'clock on the 
fourth day of the House meeting for the purpose of taking the 
oaths appointed by law. 

The motion, after a short discussion, was agreed to, and the 
agi was ordered to be made a standing order of the 

couse, 
OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL asked leave to introduce a Bill 
to consolidate and amend the statute law of England and Ire- 
land relating to offences against the person, At the present 
late period of the session and of Parliament he would not make 
any detailed statement. The Bill which he now produced was 


one of a series which, if sanctioned by Parliament, would ac- 
cometh a complete consolidation of the entire statute-law of 


nited Kingdom. The present Bill, and six others which 





This Bill passed through committee. 





he should also move to bring in, would consolidate, and té a 
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considerable extent amend, the criminal law both of England 
and Ireland. He hoped that in the first session of the new 
Parliament these Bills would be again introduced and become 
law, and that before long there would be an entire consolidation 
of the statute law. , 

Mr. Wuiteswwe said, that the Bills abolished the punish- 
ment of death in ten cases, preserving it only in the cases of 
treason and murder. The law of England and Ireland was 
assimilated, very much in favour of the latter country. 

Leave was given to introduce the Bills, which were brought 
in accordingly. 

PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION. 


The following important Standing Orders of the House of 
Commons were, on Tuesday, printed with the votes:— 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Ordered,—That the promoters of every Private Bill which has been in- 
troduced into this House, or brought from the House of Lords, in the pre- 
sent session of Parliament, shall have leave to suspend any further pro- 
ceeding thereupon, in order to proceed with the same Bill in the next 
session of Parliament. , 

Ordered,—That the promoters of every such Bill shall give notice in the 
Private Bill Office, not later than the day prior to the close of the present 
session, of their intention to suspend any further proceedings thereon; or, 
in the case of Bills which shall have been suspended on the report of a 
committee, or which, having passed this House, shall then be pending in 
the House of Lords, of their intention to proceed with the same Bill in this 
House in the next session. 

Ordered,—That an alphabetical list of all such Bills, with a statement of 
the stage at which the same were suspended, shall be prepared by the 
Private Bill Office and printed. 

Ordered,—That, not later than three clear days after the next meeting 
of Parliament, every Bill which has been introduced into this House shall 
be deposited in the Private Bill-office, in the form required by Standing 
Order No. 166, with a declaration signed by the agert annexed thereto, 
stating that the Bill is the same in every respect as the Bill with respect to 
which have been so suspended, at the last stage of its proceed- 
ings in the House, in the present session; and where any sum of money 
has been deposited, that such deposit has not been withdrawn, together 
with a certificate of that fact from the proper officer of the Court of Chan- 
cery in England or Ireland, or the Court of Exchequer in Scotland, as the 
case may be. 

-—That such Bills, endorsed by one of the clerks in the Private 
Bill-office, as having been duly deposited with such declarations and certi- 
ficates annexed, be laid by one of the clerks of that office upon the table 
of the House, in the next session of Parliament, in the order in which they 
shall stand upon such list, but not exceeding fifty Bilis on any one day. 

Ordered,—That in respect of every Bill so laid upon the table, the peti- 
tion for the Bill, and the order of leave to bring in the same in the present 
session, shall be read, and thereupon such Bill shall be read a first time, 
and a second time (if the Bill shall have been read a second time previously 
to its being suspended) ; and if such Bill shall have been rted by any 
committee in the present session, the order for referring the Bill to a com- 
mittee shall be dispensed with, and the Bill ordered tolie upon the table, or 
to be read a third time, as the case may be. 

Ordered,—That in case any Bill brought from the House of Lords in the 
present session, upon which the proceedings shall have been suspended in 
this House, shall be brought from the House of Lords in the next session 
of Parliament, the agent for such Bill shall deposit in the Private Bill-office, 
prior to the first reading thereof, a declaration, stating that the Bill is the 
same in every respect as the Bill which was brought from the House of 
Lords in the present session; and where any sum of money has been 
deposited, that such deposit has not been withdrawn, together with a cer- 
tificate of that fact from the proper officer; and so soon as one of the clerks 
in the Private Bill-office has certified that such deposit has been duly made, 
the Bill shall be read a first time, and be further proceeded with in the 
same manner as Bills introduced into this House during the present 

session. 


Ordered,—That all petitions presented in the present session against Pri- 
vate Bills, and which stood referred to the committees on such Bills, shai! 
stand rred to the committees on the same Bills in the next session of 
Parliament. 

Ordered,—That no petitioners shall be heard before the committee on 
such Bill, unless their petition shall have been presented within the time 
limited in the present session. 

Ordered,—That in case the time limited for presenting petitions against 
any such Bill shall not have expired at the close of the present session, 
petitioners may be heard before the committee on such Bill, provided their 
petition be presented previous to, or not Jater than, seven clear days after 





the second thereof in the next session. 

Ordered,—That all instructions to committees on Private Bills in the pre- 
sent session which shall be suspended previously to their being reported by 
any committee, be instructions to the committee on the same Bills in the 
next session.—(Mr. Fitzroy.) 

Ordered,—That the said Orders be Standing Orders of this House, and 
be printed. (No. 206.) oe 

RAILWAY LEGISLATION. 

Ordered,—That the committees on Railway Bills shall direct their 
attention especially to the heads of inquiry, and sball require 
evidence from the promoters thereon ; namely— 


1. The financial arra: ts made or p by the company formed 


ngemen roposed 
for the execution of the railway; the number and amount of shares actually 
and of 


for or agreed to be taken; the amount of share capital 
ane peopeant to be authorized ; and the sufficiency of the estimate for 
Ss. 
2. The merits, in an engineering point of view, of the 
the character of the gradients and curves ; ine banners 
tunnels, if any; the if any, to be worked by 


railway ; 
extent of the 
engines; the 


crossings if an of public roads on the level ; and uliar engineering 
ic on evel; and an 
difficulties, wit "tl molee 5 d for ing them. 





p m. 


Ordered,—-That every committee on a Railwa: Bill shall report specially 

to the House—. 4 ss 

Whether any report from any public department in regard to the 

or the objects thereof, has been referred by the House to the 4 

and, if so, in what manner the several recommendations contained in such 
have been dealt with by the committee. 

Whether it be intended that the railway shall cross on a level any turn. 

pike road or highway ; and any other circumstances which, in the 

A ag © Tl it is desirable that the House should nnteoden 
r. Fitzroy. 


- 
> 


Communications, Correspondence, anv 
Extracts. 


IMPRISONMENT BY COUNTY COURT JUDGES, 


To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JouRNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 

Srr,—The thanks of all who desire the reformation rather 
than the abolition of our county courts, are due to you, for re- 
printing in your journal of the 26th ult. the communication 
recently addressed to the Attorney-General by Mr. Henry 
Stapylton, judge of Circuit No. 2. 

That letter is a candid, sensible, and manly one; it is well 
timed moreover, and goes far towards proving that amongst the 
three score there are some humane, intelligent, and upright 
men, who struggle gallantly against evils which they did not 
originate, and for which in fairness they should not be held 
responsible. 

It was, in fact, a gentleman officially connected with several 
of the Northern county courts* who first drew public attention 
to the enormous number, rapid increase, and extreme severity 
of these commitments. Returns were moved for, and it was 
proved that, in 1855, no fewer than 6480, and in 1857 no less 
a number than 10,607 of our poorer fellow-citizens of both 
sexes were sent to gaol for debts which, on the average, did not 
amount to £2 12s. 1d.,f and sank from that sum down a nicely 
graduated sliding scale to 30s., 20s., 15s., 10s., and thence to 
7s. 6d., 58., 28. 6d., and 1s. 8d. It is but right to say, however, 
that no woman has been sent by a county court j to prison 
and there confined like a common felon in the mi eanants’ 
ward, for a lesser debt than twenty pence. 

The Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer told the Bedford- 
shire grand jury, on the 14th March last, that, “formerly the 
suitor paid for the gratification of sending his debtor to prison 
by sustaining him while there out of his own pocket, but that 
now under the operation of a statute passed very recently, the 
expenses of the prisoners’ maintenance are directed to be paid 
by the Treasury, and that since that time the commitments 
have very much increased.” Too true, sir, they have increased, 
they are increasing, and they ought to be diminished. “ The 
sustenance of each debtor,” continued the Lord Chief Baron, 
“is estimated at 10s. 6d. per week. Now the judge of the 
county court has no power to commit beyond the term of 

forty days, but he has-the power at the expiration of that time 
to commit the debtor again; and we have an example in which 
a man was first committed on the 9th November, 1856, and 
has been since committed and recommitted no less than eight 
times for the same debt; viz. five times for thirty days, and three 
times for forty days. During all this imprisonment he has cost 
the county 10s. 6d. a week for sustenance. I think the 
debtor in this case, who is now sixty-four years of age, 
has been thirty-eight weeks in prison—why a man might not 
have had more than that for a small felony! ‘The original 
debt only amounted to 2/. 5s., and this has been increased by 
costs to 41. 14s. 6d. In January of the present year he was 
committed the last time for forty days, and there appears as if 
there would be no end to it. I find in the year ending 








" # J. A. Busfield, Esq., of Upwood, near Bingley. See his letters to the 
“ Times,” February 26 and March 8, 1859. 

t See returns moved for by Lord Brougham, and printed February 9, 
1859, The total amount for which ts were entered in 1857 was, 


£1,937,745, the total number of plaints being 744,652; £1,987,745 
£2 12s. . This calcula assumes as certain 


was justly due to the respective claimant 
Mt Rapa od to the active and prereme Seomie of Mr. W. 
okey WE ve some t a tyranny. 

instant, Mr. Haghes elicited from the Ateerner Sear an avowal that 
“ he had looked into the County Court Act, 

before they were imprisoned, ought to be declared guilty of 
duct or other. But he had also found that the county court judges had 
power to imprison, if any answer made to a ampere to a debtor should 
turn out to be unsatistactory ; and he had been told some f- 
tainly not all—were in the habit of exercising such power. 





ing the: 
pee St Gaveasr ox sajestion wills which Ge perio, is regarded 
owners and others in the neighbourhood of the proposed 


3. The 
by the ], 
railway. 


ment had already instituted an inquiry, with a view of ascertaining how 
the law was administered, and it would be his duty to take care that none 
but fraudulent debtors should be imprisoned,”—<(‘* Times,” April 8, 1459.) 
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Michebslmas inst,” added his Lordship, “that there were com- 
titted no less than eighty-six males and thirty-one females, 
afid that the whole amount of their united debts was but 
270%,8e. 94. This, on the average, would be little more than 
#0 for each person. I really do ney: Gaeaen of 
the grand jury, it would have been a matter of economy on 
your part, if you had met the suitor at the door of the court, 
and said, ‘ Here is your money, and don’t bring the man here 
any more.’” The grand jury heartily re-echoed the sentiments 
of the Lord Chief Baron, and declared that, “although no 
doubt the judge had great difficulty in enforcing attention to 


EEF 
41 
Ht 


itors suing in his court, and had exercised 
commitments as the readiest means, in 
default, his authority had, in fact, 
great cruelty and oppression, and gave to 


i 
e> 


opportunity of punishing debtors with a 
severity which, if sanctioned by the statute, was little conscnant 
with justice, a heavy and unnecessary expense 
upon the county.” , this plain speaking not a little riled 
the Bedford tein hr judge, who, a few days after- 
‘wards, declared, authoritatively, that “no blame was to be 
attached to the judges, since, if persons got into debt, and were 
unable to 


ys ating their duty to commit them to prison.” 
way, sir, is not quite the case. To punish 
fecklessness is indeed the province of a magistrate; 
not bound to imprison folks for mere inability to pay. 
discretionary power has been accorded to him by the 
and he should use it firmly, but at the same 

not mistake the promptings of an arbitrary 
ice of duty. The learned gentleman con- 
and I regret exceedingly to be compelled 
contending that “his conduct ought not to 
& matter of comment by the Lord Chief Baron, 
was any ground of complaint, the parties 
[ abourers, working mechanics, and poor women] 
memorialise the Houses of Parliament;” he went on to 
“ he should in future purswe the same course that he had 

” The chairman of the quarter sessions next 
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Beare hegeden mtg as all his audience must 
be well aware, “when a poor man received a piece of paper, he 
sometimes did not know what it was, he consequently did not 


ge the court day, and was at once committed.”* 
things are bad in Bedfordshire, they are worse at 
on the ay oy i ail et Thy ders in 
his argument,for the re; ° t oppressive 
clause, which empowers county court judges to commit defend- 
ants who do not reside within their own districts, thus 


ri 


, 


F 
: 
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instances of labouring men and mechanics 

Wving tn the county of Durham, committed for forty days for 

eran teers 
to s 

“The must have acted on the ex parte evidence of the 

oark 3 and what evidence could they have had that 


men—had the means to travel 50 to 
300 miles, and refused to do so?” 

What, indeed? The naiveté of such a question would dis- 
arm one’s ion were the abuse of magisterial authority 
one whit less t. But Mr. Stapylton contends, and not 
a , that “if tradesmen did not give credit to work- 
pee work until they receive their first pay, the 

and misery ay too often prevalent amongst the 
working orders, whom,” he adds, “are very improvi- 
poe | increased.” “Halt there!” I answer— 
in generalibus.” If “ shopkeepers would 
not give any t to artificers or labourers out of work, or on 
the sick list, unless this boundless right of incarceration be 
continued to them, there might be some faint cause for appre- 
hension. But surely, sir, the fact is quite the other way. The 
real misfortune is, that they not only do give credit, but that 
ow Aes it very recklessly indeed. Hear, once again, the 
shire grand jury— We have no doubt of the truth of 

the statements we have heard from county court debtors, that 
and itinerant sellers of female wearing apparel and 

, are in the habit of leaving their goods in the houses of 

the class in the hope that, though they have declined to 
Poiciost th'the Miret faseae, may be tempted to use or 
geek ore rag Np rg ble as purchasers. Long 
hear, is given by these dealers with a view of 

of very inferior goods at very high prices.”t ‘Tis 

sir, “all the world is not, and can’t be, Little Pedlington;” 





* Seo “ Bedfordshire Mercury,” March 14 & 28, 1858. 
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but though unquestionably travelling Boman and petty shop- 
keepers are very valuable members of the community, are they 
the ped em for whose protection Acts of Parliament 
are 


“ But,” says Mr. Stapylton, after instancing the high rates of 
wages amongst the Northern agriculturalists, “at Shotley 
Bridge puddlers earn 6s, a day; rollers, 10s.; and shearmen, 
shinglers, and ball-furnace men, 14s. a day; and is it cruel or 
unjust to compel them to pay 4s. or 10s. a month, and to send 
them to prison if they won't?” “No, Mr. Stapylton, 
emphatically no,—so to act would merely be to exercise 
legitimate authority, firmly, indeed, but not with harshness or 
oppressively.” But that,—excuse me, sir,—is what too many 
of your colleagues don’t do.* They will not have patience, 
or bear in mind the maxim of the wise man, “ He that an- 
swereth a matter before he heareth it, it is folly and shame unto 
him. Until quite recently, it was not at all unusual to 
despatch 300 cases in a single day, being at the rate—supposing 
the judge to sit ten hours, without one single instant’s inter- 
mission—of just two minutes on the average for plaintiffs, de- 
fendants, and their respective witnesses.f| ‘The Commissioners 
of Inquiry, thinking this extreme celerity was not unlikely to 
verify the good old proverb, “the more haste the worse speed,” 
recommended,—what ? “That not more than 150 cases should 
be decided in one day, or more than fifty fixed for any given 
hour.”{ Now, how does even this amended state of matters 
answer ? 

“Tt is positively heart-rending,” writes one of my Northern 
correspondents, within the last few weeks—* It is positively 
heart-rending to think of the misery this cruel law inflicts on 
poor and destitute people.”—-I have the honour to be, Sir, your 
faithful servant, 

B, BuunpEt1, F.S.A, 

Library, Law Institution, London, 

April 14, 1859. 


LEGAL HONOURS. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicrrors’ JournaL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 

Srr,—My letter, which appeared in your journal of the 26th 
ult., appears to have drawn attention to the question, whether, 
under existing circumstances, legal honours can ever become of 
any real service, utility, or lasting credit? The reason they 
cannot is obvious. The reward adjudged to the student for his 
labour and application remains, to all but his immediate friends, 
@ profound secret. He has no right, ex cathedra, to attach an 
initial to his name, by which it may be known that he has dis- 
tinguished himself above his fellows. Is it just that the idle 
and indolent clerk, who neglected his studies and shirked his 
duties, but by dint of a month or twos cramming, and a little 
merciful forbearance on the part of his examiners, barely 
manages to escape being plucked—TI say, is it fair that he 
should take precisely as high a standing as one who has been a 
useful clerk and hard reader, and by deep study and research 
into the laws of his country eventually acquires a profound 
knowledge of his profession, and is rewarded by the encomiums 
of his examiners, and the gratification of secret honorary dis- 
tinctions? 

Using the word secret in its strict sense, I have now to inquire 
why it should be a secret? Is it a crime to have gained the 
title of a good lawyer? Surely the public ought to have some 
means of distinguishing those who, from their higher attain- 
ments, would be best able to render them the most efficient 
assistan 





ce. 
In our colleges and public scholastic institutions, those who 
gain honour are authorised to affix initials to their names. But 
why are attorneys, as a body, behind every other class of the 
age? No body is more apathetic and impassive—none more 
neglectful of its own honour and interest. Attacked on every 
hand—its interests and emoluments daily curtailed and dimi- 
nished—the butt cf the bullying barrister, and the invariable 
victim of the modern system of botching and patching law 
reform; and, with the most ample opportunities of wielding 
great power, and exercising almost unlimited influence in the 
State, it has not even one champion to raise his voice for its 
rights and privileges. 
Let us not, however, forget that we have rights—that we 


* One marked exception to this sad rule—there are, I hope, many 
others—was named to me by a poor prisoner within the last few days :— 
“Mr. (the sen of a late excellent Baron of the Exchequer) is a kind 

tleman; he does his duty, but he will listen to a chap before he quods 


+ 60X10 = 600 = 300 = 2. 
DO aD oh of Inquiry, vol. xviii, 1854-5, 
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have earned honours; and in using our energies to effect out 
particular object, one end will assuredly be gained—the dignity 
of the profession will be elevated. 

In matters which affect the many, one, to commence with, 
must pioneer the way. I offer my humble services to be that 
pioneer, and beg to refer my readers to the advertisement column 
for the article headed “Legal Honours,” and trust the move- 
ment may meet with that success it really deserves—I am, Sir, 
your obedient servant, ONE WHO GAINED Honours. 

Ely-place, April 12, 1859. 


OFFICIAL LEGAL PATRONAGE. 


To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JourNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 

Srr,—Hardly have we recovered from the prejudice created 
by the Lord Chancellor's appointment of his son-in-law, .Mr. 
Higgins, to a Mastership in Lunacy, without his possessing any 
known legal qualifications for the post, than I am afraid the 
public in general, and we lawyers in particular, are called on 
to mourn over another disregard in the same quarter of the 
appointing “the right man in the right place.” 

Who is Camille Felix Desiré Caillard, Esq., the newly-ap- 
pointed judge for the Bath County Court district? Beyond 
seeing his name in the Law List as a conveyancer and equity 
draughtsman, I never heard of him before, nor the public either 
I suspect. Not but that, of course, in his private character he 
may be, and probably is, everything desirable; but is a young 
conveyancer and equity draughtsman the “right man” to be 
publicly appointed to a court dealing exclusively in €0mmon 
law matters? for you, sir, will remember that questions of title 
are excepted from the jurisdiction of county courts, so that the 
newly-appointed judge will never see an equity pleading, and 
scarcely ever a conveyance, in his court at all. Was it fair or 
just thus to “shelve” the claims of the Western Circuit, many 
of whose members would have proved very efficient men for 
the post, or, in fact, of the whole common law bar at large, and 
to go out of the way to appoint a Chancery junior? 

Only on Friday night last was the Lord Chancellor's discre- 
tion again called in question in the House of Commons, as to 
his new magisterial appointments (for Hereford), so that it really 
seems as if there was something “rotten” in the state of the 
Chancellor's appointment. lists—I am, Sir, your obedient ser- 
vant, JURISCONSULTUS. 

April 11, 1859. 

[We are not surprised at the feeling expressed in the above 
letter concerning the appointment of Mr. Caillard. We have 
heard but one opinion on the matter.—Ep. S. J.] 


eel 


The Provinces, 


KwnaREsBoroucH.—Funeral of Samuel Powell, Esq.—In our 
impression of April 9, we inserted the death of S. Powell, Esq., 
who was understeward of the courts for the Honor of Knares- 
borough since 1813, on his appointment by the late Duke of 
Devonshire, and also clerk to the magistrates for the wapen- 
take of Claro for half a century. Mr. Powell was also deputy 
clerk of West Riding lieutenancy for the division of Claro, 
under five Lord Lieutenants; clerk to the Commissioners of 
Land and Assessed Taxes, and returning officer for the borough 
of Knaresborough. He had been in practice sixty years, having 
been admitted as a solicitor and commissioner in the Court of 
Queen’s Bench and Common Pleas in the year 1799. His 
remains were interred in the family vault in Knaresborough 
churchyard, on Monday the 4th inst. The funeral procession 
included upwards of 150 gentry and tradesmen in the town, 
and many from a considerable distance. Mr. Powell was in 
his eighty-second year. He was a supporter of all the public 
institutions and charities in the town, and his uniform kindness 
and liberal disposition on all occasions endeared him to a large 
family circle and acquaintance, by whom his loss is deeply 
lamented. Asa further testimony of respect to his memory, 
the tradesmen in the town closed their shops during the 
faneral.—Leeds Mercury. 


Lerps.—State of Crime-—From the returns made to the 
Watch Committee it would appear that there has been a con- 
siderable increase in the number of crimes reported during the 
last six or seven years, whilst the per-centage of detections has 
decreased pro rata. The increase last year was very 
marked, and the per-centage of detections fell below that of any 
preceding year, but both these facts were accounted for on the 
grounds that a large number of robberies from the person and 





petty thefts were committed, as might have been anti 

during the excitement of the Royal visit, by strangers;who only 
remained in the town a few hours, and thus:evaded detection: The 
sub-committee next ed to make several valuable recom- 
mendations to the Watch Committee. They pointed out the evils 
incident to the marine-store system; alluded also in passing to 
the necessity there existed for greater caution on the part of the 
pawnbrokers, as a body;'condemned the practice of the police 
in allowing known haunts and resorts of acknowledged thieves 
to exist in our midst without let or hindrance—a practice which 
the committee considered to be a kind of premium for crime; 
inveighed against the laxity of the detective force of police, and 
recommended a more active and energetic supervision of that 
body ; recommended that the public-houses, and. especially 
those places of entertainment which had only an indifferent 
reputation, should be more jealously watched; insisted upon a 
better system of bookkeeping being adopted at the police office; 
and in conclusion hinted that it was highly desirable that. the 
borough justices should deal more strictly and uniformly with 
vagrants and known thieves. These were among the principal 
recommendations of this exceedingly valuable report, and.the 
necessity for them’ was amply demonstrated. by various 
examples and illustrations. We also understand that the state 
of crime in the borough during the past winter has been very 
unsatisfactory, but that there is an improvement, both as 
regards the diminution of crime and the increase of detections, 


Warwickx.—At the quarter sessions, the chairman, Mr, 
Dickins, read to the Court the following letter which he had 
received from Mr. Walpole. ' 

Str,—I am directed by Mr. Secretary Walpole to inform yon that the 
memorial of the justices of the peace for the county of Warwick, in 
quarter sessions assembled, “protesting against any alteration in the 
accustomed manner of holding assizes at Warwick for the whole county of 
Warwick beyond the limits of the borough of Birmingham,” has received 
his careful consideration, as well as the statements made by the deputa- 
tion when the memorial was brought to this office. It appears to Mr. Wal- 
pole that some misapprehension exists on the part of the magistrates with 
respect to the intentions of the Government in this matter, and he there- 
fore hastens to assure the magistrates, th ‘h you, that it is not proposed 
that the civil business of the assizes for the whole county of Warwick 
should be removed to Birmingham, but for that part of the county only 
the business of which can be more conveniently transacted at Le aeeyee 
than at Warwick. For this purpose it is intended that the assizes should 
be held at Birmingham by adjournment from Warwick. A copy of a reso- 
lution, agreed to at a meeting of the Town Council of Birmingham, is 
enclosed, from which the magistrates will perceive that the cost. of pro- 
viding an assize court, and suitable lodgings for the judge, will be defrayed 
by this council, and that the county of Warwick will not be su to 
any expense on this account. Mr. Walpole is desirous that the magistrates 
should feel satisfied that, on sanctioving the arrangements which he may 
have thought necessary for facilitating the administration of civil justice in 
Birmingham and its immediate neighbourhood, he would not have done 
anything which in his judgment was likely to affect the interests of the 
other parts of Warwickshire, without previous communication with the 
lord-lieutenant and the magistrates of the county.—I have the honour to 
be, your obedient servant, H. Wappineron. 

WorcesTer.—At the quarter sessions last week the Fnance 
Committee of the magistrates called the attention of the Court 
to the large balance due to the treasurer, which arose from the 
non-payment by the Lords of the Treasury of the, expenses of 
criminal prosecutions for the year 1858, amounting to £3528; 
and recommended that application should be made for the more 
regular payment of those moneys. They also alluded to the 
great hindrance to the due administration of justice occasioned 
by the low scale of fees paid to policemen, officers of gaols, and 
witnesses generally. The Court ultimately resolved that a 
representation be made to the Home Office, that in the 

this Court the scale of allowances to prosecutors and wit- 
nesses at assizes and sessions is insufficient, and acts as a 
material obstacle to the administration of justice thtoughout 
the country; and that the chairman and five members of the 
police committee be requested to present the same. 


<> 


Ereland. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS. 


Her Majesty's advisers, after some delay, have resolved not , 
to neglect the opportunity of appointing a Judge of the Landed 
Estates Court, to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Judge 
Martley. Their argument is that, although there is not Lang. 
business now before the Court to gg | three judges, yet the 
business may possibly increase. Mr, W. C. Dobbs. Qa é who 
is to receive the appointment, was called to the bar in 1833; is 
M.A. of Trinity College, Cambridge; has been for many years 
Crown prosecutor on the north-east circuit; became M.P. for 
Carrickfergus in 1857; and was appointed QC. in Trinity 
Term, 1858. 

There is in Ireland a law officer of the Crown in rank next 
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under the Solicitor-General; called the “ Law-Adviser,” : whose 
duties are of an important character, and whose emoluments, 
depending to some extent on the number of State prosecutions, 
f&c.,.may amount from ten to fifteen hundred a-year. . Mr. 
Robinson, Q.C., a near relative of Attorney-General Whiteside, 
has hitherto been Law-Adviser to the present Government; 
and it appears that he considered that he had aclaim to the 
judgeship just filled up, in succession to the Attorney ‘and 
Solicitor-General, and in the event, which has happened, of 
neither of them accepting promotion. On the vacancy being 
filled up last week without reference to’ Mr. Robinson’s sup- 

claims, that gentleman immediately sent in his resignation. 
In his place Mr. A. Vance, an able common lawyer, and brother 
to the member for the city of Dublin, has been appointed Law- 
Adviser. 

Immediately on the resignation of Mr. Robinson it so hap- 
pened that the death of Mr. H. Hutton occurred, which caused 
a vacancy in the chairmanship of the county Roscommon—an 
appointment worth £900 a-year, with liberty to practise. This 
office has been conferred on Mr. Robinson, so that he will be in 
some measure consoled for his recent disappointment. We 
have often taken occasion to remark, that these county chair- 
manships, involving high remuneration for very little work— 
the sessions for civil and criminal business being held only once 
a quarter—are abuses which require regulation; but they are 
found ‘by successive Governments so convenient for rewarding 
supporters, that there is not’ the slightest disposition at head 
quarters either to diminish the emoluments or to increase the 
labour. A circuit once a month ought to be performed in each 
county, as in England; and the judge should be prohibited from 
practising at the bar. 

A stipendiary magistrateship is vacant by the demise of Mr. 
John H. Sheil, resident magistrate for the county of Meath. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 


A letter has been addressed by a solicitor to a morning jour- 
nal—and not the first to the same effect—complaining of the 
delay and difficulty arising in the transaction of bankruptcy 
business, through the unfrequent sittings of the two bankruptcy 
judges. This Court, however, has no vacation time, like other 
Courts; and the most persevering of men cannot be always at 
work. The fact is, that the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act of 
1857 has worked too well. It has brought an immense increase 
of business to the court, and has very greatly diminished the 
cost of proceedings; so that even the smallest bankrupt or 
insolvent estates can be brought into the court with advantage 
to all parties. For such a court crowded with business it is 
necessary that there should be, not one only, but two active 
judges, constantly sitting, or arrears will soon accumulate. 


LANDED ESTATES COURT. 

A paragraph in the last number of this journal, relative to 
the Landed Estates Court, is not quite correct in its statement 
of the staff of judges and officers. There are three judges, 
each of whom receives £2500 a year. For each judge there is 
an examiner, with a first, second, and third clerk; the first 
clerk acting as registrar to the judge. There is a general regis- 
trar to the Court, with an assistant and three clerks; a taxing 
officer, with an assistant; and a record clerk, with some sub- 
ordinates. The five chief officers of the court (the taxing 
officer, registrar, and three examiners) receive salaries varying 
from £600 to £800 per annum. All the officers of the court 
hold their offices for life, or during good behaviour, and will be 
entitled to retiring allowances. 


- 


Review. 

The Practice of the Court of Probate in Common Form Business. 
By Henry C. Coors, Proctor in Doctors’ Commons. Also, 
A Treatise on the Practice of the Court in Contentious Busi- 
ness, By Tuomas T. Tristram, D.C.L., Advocate in 








Doctors’ Commons. 2nd edition, enlarged and improved. 
London: Butterworths. 
With the exception of Mr. Jebb’s edition of the recent Pro- 


bates Act and Rules, and Orders, we are not aware of any 
work on the practice of the Court of Probate until the appear- 
ance of that now before us. It will be observed that it is 


divided into two parts—one of which is, in fact, a new edition 
\of Mr. Coote’s well-known work; the other portion being con- 
tributed. by Dr. Tristram, and intended to be the forerunner of 
& more comprehensive treatise by the same author. Mr. Coote 
onfines himself to the non-contentious business of the Court, 








and under this head discusses. its constitution and jurisdiction, 
The.only fault which we can find with this part of his per- 
formance is his indulgence in a habit, becoming every day more 
common, of citing Acts of Parliamert almost at length, 

of .shortly ‘stating their effect. The consequence, in the 

sent instance, is, that we have the Act of 1857—under w! 

the Court of Probate was constituted—almost twice over within 
the same covers, once in the shape of fragmentary sections in 
the chapter already referred to, and once in extenso in the 
Appendix. The very valuable chapters on general and limited 
grants,on grants de bonis non, and on supplemental‘ grants, 
are for the most part free from tautology or prolixity; and, 
indeed, in some respects,;may be regarded as admirable 
specimens of legal composition. But even here too free a use 
is made of the text of general rules, and of quotations from 
authors, some of whom (Mr. Justice Williams for example) are 
writers of considerable weight, but whose own works are the 
best place in which to seek their opinions. If there is to be 
any limit to our law libraries, there must be alittle more mode- 
ration amongst legal authors in the matter of citations. About 
the half of almost every law book now-a-days is composed of 
Acts of Parliament, which cannot be very necessary to those 
who possess the public general statutes; and certainly one-half of 
the majority of law treatises is made up of extracts from judg- 
ments of reported cases, which might as well be spared to any 
one who has the Reports themselves. We should, therefore, be 
acting unfairly towards Mr. Coote if we did not say ‘that we 
mean our observations to apply not merely to his book, but 
rather to the greater number of law-books that have’ issued 
from the press during the last few years. Apart from the ob- 
jection here suggested, the work before us seems all ‘that could 
be desired by a practitioner in his every-day practice. ‘The 
arrangement of the subject matter is perspicuous and natural; 
and the style is always pleasant and intelligible. Our author 
evidently writes from a practical point of view, and as a 

tical man to practical men. It must not be supposed, however, that 
he contents himself with a statement of merely: empirical 
results. Generally, he aims—we think with great success—at 
the enunciation of principles which may yield illustration and 
consistency to the reported cases, 


We shall give an extract or two by way of specimen.: One 
of the most curious points that has arisen in the granting» of 
administrations, is in the case of commorientes, -where the 
question arises as to the administration of the effects of any one 
of two or more persons, in immediate succession to each other, 
who have perished by the same calamity. 


The law upon this subject (says Mr. Coote), is in an unsatisfactory 
state, and imperatively calis for settlement, in this age of railway and 
oceanic intercommunication, and the dire calamities constantly attendant 
upon it. It is obvious that if a claim of succession be ad on behalf 
of either of the persons in the before-mentioned category to the estate of 
the other, a survivorship must be shown of the successor over the prede- 
cessor. And no distinction can, we think, be rightly drawn in such cases 
between a claim to property, and a claim to the administration of that 
preperty. This survivorship will be matter of evidence, or rather of pre- 
sumption from facts indirectly bearing upon the question. 


Having cited some decisions both in the ecclesiastical and 
equity courts, he proceeds :— 


These decisions and dicta, in rejecting for want of evidence claims 
which to be good must have their foundation in a survivorship, obviously 
only follow a rule of law which applies to them as well as to other claims 
under a will or under an intestacy. But the converse does not seem 
equally reasonable, that, because the one claim is rej for want of 
evidence to support it, the other, viz. that of the next of kin of either com- 
morient should be sustained without evidence or presumption, though it 
arises out of the same circumstances and facts. There does not a ta 
be any reason why one rule should be applied to cases where a is 
made through and in the name of one commorient, as the survivor of the 
other, and another rule should be applied to cases where a third party or 
living person claims the succession to one commorient, independently 
and to the total exclusion of the other; why in one case 
of survivorship must be adduced and in the other that question is jaid 
aside, and evaded altogether. There might seem tobe as much question 
of survivorship in the one case as in the other, whether the party applying 
claims through one rient the ion of the other, or 
another party claims that succession irrespectively of and to the exclusion 
of the other commorient. 


Owing, no doubt, to an oversight, the case of Underwood y. 
Wing (3 W. R, 228,58. C. 4 De G. M. & G. 633), which was de- 
cided in 1854 by Lord Cranworth, assisted by Wightman, J., and 
Martin, B., and is the principal authority at present on the ques- 
tion, has not been cited, though, from a reference in the notes, Mr. 
Coote seems not to have been unaware of it. Neither do we 
find any notice of Lord Cranworth’s decision in Webb v. Kirby 
(5 W. R. 189, s, c.; De G. M. & G. s. c.) as to the operation 
and effect of administration durante absentia. We miss Farmer 
v. Brock (1 Deane, 187, s. c.; 4 W. R. 676), a curious case, 
where a will was pronounced for on the evidence of one wit- 
ness (another being discredited), corroborated by the probabili- 
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ties of the case; also Norton v. Bazett (1 Deane, 259) and The 
of Jane Webb (Id. 1), as to the construction of the 
th section of the Wills Act, requiring the witnesses to in 
the presence of the testator and of each other; and v. 
Plowright (5 W. R. 99), decided by the Privy Council in 1856. 
The last case is one that ought not to have been omitted, as 
some very nice and interesting questions, relating to the effect 
and evidence of the testator’s ignorance of the contents of his 
will, were considered by Dr. Lushington, who delivered the 
j mt of their Lordships. Bremer v. Freeman (5 W. R. 
618), and Farlar v. Lane (29 L. J. 2), two other probate 
cases decided by the Privy Council, it might be expected, would 
have been noticed in such a work as the present. The same 
observation applies to the case of Evan v, Morris (6 W. R. 
556), in which there is a great deal of useful law, as to the 
difference between holograph wills and instruments written 
manu alien&, as to the rules which apply to erasures, oblitera- 
tions, &c., and as to the distinction between erasure and inter- 
lineation. We admit, however, the great difficulty of keeping 
with the numerous current series of law reports which 
now exist; and we are bound to say, that, generally, Mr. Coote 
ed discharged his laborious task with great diligence and 
ity 


Dr. Tristram’s contribution to the book considerably en- 
hances its value as a commentary upon recent legislation. The 
chapter on the contentious business of the Court will be found 
very useful as a guide to practitioners who are not conversant 
with this new department of the profession. It treats of the 

on interlocutory applications, on proceedings by peti- 
tion and in regular suits, and also of the jurisdiction-of county 
courts in contentious matters. Dr. Tristram tells us that— 
business becomes contentious when, in a proceeding, an appearance 
been entered b: Sey poston ta os jon bs the party protecking ; oF 
in hak a has extracted against 
to 


A 
has 
when, 


or is made motion, 
Fs eget In contentions business, the question at issue may be brought 
the Court for its decision, either on motion or by petition, or by the 
thore formal proceeding of a regular suit. 

The treatise, therefore, proceeds upon this division, which is 
very convenient for all practical purposes. We can only add, 
that the collection of forms which is appended to the book will 
make it indispensable to every solicitor who does business in 
the Probate Court. 


_ 
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Societies and Enstitutions. 


Ree 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The second half-yearly meeting of the members of this 
Assdciation was held on Monday last, at the Law Institution, 
Chancery-lane, London. James m, Esq., in the chair. 

The secretary (Mr. Eiffe) read the circular calling the meet- 
ing, and also the | ove, tus directors, which s — 

“ The total number of practitioners now enrolled as sub- 
seribers to the association is 405; of whom 277 are 
resident in the provinces, and 128 in London; 195 are 
life, and 210 are annual members; 7 of the life members 
are contributors also to the annual funds of the insti- 
tution. 

A ison of these with those contained in the 
seovloes reper’ will show the following to have been 
the progress of the society during the half-year. 

eerie ox ceeuerateere 

, Or an average of more than twenty- 
members each month. 

* A still larger addition of members, however, will be neces- 
tary, to enable the association, in accordanve with the design of 
its founders, satisfactorily to commence the performance of its 
charitable fanctions at the end of the second year from its 





*. 
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“ The receipts during the six months have been as follows; 


Members’ subscriptions, inclusive of entrance fees £761 5 0 
Donations from various persons . lah tan, adage: ads, ape 
Dividend on invested funds to 5th January last 








22 12 6 

Total PS 836 2 6 

Balance at bankers, at the date of last report 425 12 8 
Your directors have thus had a total available 

amount for the half-year, of - «+ +&l@6115 2 





“ Ont of the above amount, they have invested a farther 





sum of £700, in the purchase of £718 168. 4d. three per cent, 
Consols, in the nares of the trustees, which makes the 
amount of the invested funds of the association £1,758 





. 64, 

“The payments within the past half have been as 

follows, a portion of which was for ties previonsly 

incurred :— 

Printing of prospectuses, report, &. . .&77 5 0 
Stationery and office requisites . . . 2719 8 
Postages and incidentals frat Mush hn 
Advertisements . . . . . ». 2% 06 
Salary of Secretary . . . .» . 11210 0 
Total . £326 9 1 





“The balance now remaining with the Union Bank, ih 
favour of the association, is £235 6s. 1d., and there is the sum 
of £114 9s. due on account of promised subscriptions.” 

The CHarmMan said, he was at a loss for words to express 
his sentiments with regard to the benefits and advantages of 
the institution, and the progress that had been made during 
past year. After seventy-four years of existence, kno 
something of the world and of the profession, he considered 
one of the proudest moments of his life to find himself placed 
in the honourable situation of chairman of such an institution. 
Although there were many present more eminent in the 
fession than himself, he could assure them that none felt a 
stronger desire to promote the prosperity of the institution than 
he did. He hoped he should live to see that state of prosperity 
and advancement which would enable the society to — 

relieving 
pro- 
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relief which it contemplated. While every trade and 

had formed associations for the purpose of aiding and 
distressed brethren, it was a matter of surprise that the 
fession of the law should be the last amongst them. In the 
course of their lives, they must all have witnessed many friends, 
of whose hospitality they had partaken, who, from no fault of 
their own, had met with vicissitudes, and whose families had 
been compelled to resort to private charity, aid some even to 
the parish. It must, therefore, be gratifying to know that such 
an institution had been originated, for the relief and support of 
the needy. He trusted that, during the coming year, the ‘insti- 
tution would make such progress as to enable it to meet the 
demands made upon its resources. He had the happiness to 
inform the members that the Aen Hon. the Lord Mayor, — 
much indisposed, had promised to be t at the dinner 
the evening to advocate the claims of thé institution. The 
right hon. gentleman was a member of the association; he 
was sure they must all be aware of his kind and chari dis- 
position. He would merely move— 

“ That the Report and financial statement of the directors 
this day submitted be received and and that it be 
printed and circulated with the proceedings of this meeting.” 

Mr. THomas Harrison, Deputy-Chairman, seconded the 
motion. 

The resolution passed nem. dis, 

Mr. Suaun, M.A., said, before proceeding with the resolution 
M1 rere stlaadaatsetpaawcchen ger tgs oe Popa he 
felt in taking in the meeting. Thec of 
the association had been well put before the meeting by the 
chairman, but there was a aspect which was almost as 
inviting, and that was the fact that it was one more at 
tempt to unite into one body the whole scattered 
the provincial as well as the m solicitors, Indeed, 
the movement, of which they now saw one of the most delight- 
ful results, was commenced as long as ten years ago, when & 
number of the leading solicitors throughout the country began 
to feel that it was necessary for them to unite, if possible, in 
one common body with their metropolitan brethren. That 
movement gave rise to the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, which he believed had continued for eleven 
to do a very remarkable work in promoting the union 
tropolitan and provincial practitioners, 
contemplate the comprehensive nature of the 
giving, as far as ble, an hag | to all 
members of the profession to unite and take part in their meet- 
ings. Hewould remark that the association was 
suggested by the chairman at one of tie 


been te the ancient town of Bristol,’ and now they were 
holding second half-year! in and had 
thus gone ' the i nod trendih of 
England The of the mans 
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. the provinces contemporaneously with the meeting of the Me- 
and Provincial Law Association, and thus to collect 


value which the foynders attached to law 
; and, therefore, a distinction was made in the terms of 
ran between those who were already members of 
some law association, and those who were not. 
had, however, shown that the distinction was not an advan- 
tage to the charity, and it was therefore proposed to abolish 
such distinction. The first alteration proposed in the rules was, 
= addition of some words to the first rule, making it run 
us :— 
“ The association shall consist of attorneys, solicitors, and 
proctors, practising in England and Wales at the time of their 
admission as members.” 


This alteration was proposed because it had been found that 
certain gentlemen had left the profession, and were still desi- 
rous of continuing members of the association, which, as -the 
rules at present stood, they could not do. The next alteration 
was simply one of arrangement—the adding rule 14 at the end 
of rule 2. It was proposed to abrogate rule 3 altogether. The 
4th rule, as altered, would ran thus:— 


“ Subscribers shall have the option of becoming life or annual 
members. A payment of ten guineas on admission shall con- 
stitute a life member, and a payment of one guinea as an ad- 
mission fee, with an annual subscription (in advance) of one 
guinea, shall constitute an annual member.” 

The fifth rule, as altered, would be:— 


“ Annual subscriptions may date from the Ist of January 
= July, in each year, at the option of the respective 
sul 


The object of this alteration was, to render it more easy for 
persons to become subscribers after a certain portiun of the 
year had already 3 and, as the only result was to cast a 
little more jabber on the secretary, he did not think there would 
be much objection to it. ‘The 9th rule, as altered, would run 
as follows :— 


“ The annual election of directors shall take place at the 
October General Meeting, and the board shall have power from 
time to time to fill up vacancies, and shall remain in office until 
other directors shall have been chosen in their stead.” 


In discussing these alterations, the directors had come to the 
conclusion that there were several others which might be made 
with advantage; but the consideration of them took place at a 
time too late to give the requisite notice before the present 
meeting. Many alterations had been suggested by members in 
the country, which would receive due attention before the next 
meeting. With these few observation, he would move:— 


“ That the alterations in the rules of the association, recom- 
mended by the board, and read this day, be approved and 
adopted.” 


Mr. Banner (of Liverpool) seconded the motion. With re- 
ference to rule 3, he woul say, particularly to country members, 
that that rule was of less importance, seeing that the directors, 
under rule 15, had power to appoint local committees in the 
country, from whom ey might learn the character and stand- 
ing of applicants for admission. He would urge the appoint- 
ment of local committees, because he felt sure that, if that 
were done, they would occasion a diffused interest in the asso- 


Mr. W. S. Cooxson entirely approved of the alteration with 
reference to abolishing the distinction between those who were 
and those who were not members of some law society; but he 
felt some apprehension with regard to the entire removal of 
rule 3, because, under the wales a of the thirteenth rule, it might 
be considered that the directors were bound to admit as a 
member any solicitor in practice, however objectionable he 
might be. 

Mr. J. S. Torr said, the point suggested by Mr. Cookson 

been very anxiously considered by the board. There were 
several now ready to become life members, but they 
would not submit to be proposed; and he thought great diffi- 
culty would arise from the retention of rule 3, It was thought 

. by the majority of the board that the word “admit” did not 
i simply a ministerial duty on the part of the directors, 
\but that where there was a power to “admit,” there must be 
power to reject. ‘ 





Mr. E. Bennam suggested the introduction of the words, 
* og on the admission of.” 

Mr. J. S. Torr saw no objection to the words, “ admit ‘or 
reject.” 

The CHarrMaN said, as the association was one of a chari- 
table nature, he did not see any reason why they should reftise 
subscriptions when they were offered. 

Mr. Cookson remarked, that every subscriber might become 
a recipient of the charity, which distinguished it from many 
others. He rather liked to contemplate the society in the 
aspect of a mutual benefit society. He would avail himself of 
a suggestion of Mr. Bower (firm, Bower & Son), and 
that the third rule should run thus:—“ Every attorney, solicitor, 
and proctor, practising in England or Wales, shall be eligible to 
become a member of the association on his own application, if 
the directors see fit.” 

Mr. T. Harrison said, the directors had come to the conclu- 
sion that it was not imperative upon them to admit a man who 
was not a desirable member. The words of rule 3 were, “ shall 
be eligible.” Every man was “ eligible” to become a member 
of Parliament; but he must get the votes of those who were to 
elect him before he could become one. The same rule applied. 
A person might be “eligible” by being a practising attorney, 
but it did not follow that he would be elected. The very fact 
that the directors had power to admit, showed they had power 
to reject; because it would be unnecessary to give the power to 
admit, if a man were ipso facto admitted by the circumstance 
of his tendering either an annual or a life subscription. 

The Cuarrman thought the time for rejection was when a 
man applied for relief, and not when he offered his money. 
They must open the door wide; otherwise they could not 
expect subscriptions and donations to come in as rapidly as 
they desired. 

Mr. Bower considered the question was not, whether they 
should or should not reject, but whether the words of the rule 
were such as to render it clear that the directors had the power 
to reject. 

Mr. SHAEN thought nothing could be more clear than the 
necessity of having their rules plain and distinct. Mr. Harrison 
had said he was satisfied with rule 13, because he considered 
the power of admission included the power of rejection. ‘This 
was the view taken by the majority of the directors. On the 
other hand, the chairman did not seem to wish that there 
should be any power of rejection at all. 

The CuarrMAN said, he did not wish an alteration of the 
words, 

Mr. SHaEn thought it much more objectionable to have any- 
thing dubious in the rules, or that was likely to give rise to 
personal questions, than to state clearly what they meant. 
They all knew that, in a profession, comprising upwards of 
10,000 individuals, there might be some whom they would not 
wish to see amongst them. If Mr. Banner would consent, he 
would move that rule 3 read as follows:—* Every attorney, 
solicitor, and proctor, practising in England or Wales, shall be 
eligible to become a member, subject to the approval of the 
directors.” It seemed to him that that would meet the views 
and wishes of all. 

Mr. Banner had no objection to second the motion in that 
form. 

Mr. Harrison said, the directors had rejected one person 
because they thought him an undesirable associate. In two 
other cases, they had discussed, freely, the character of gentle- 
men; so that, practically, they "had assumed the power it 
was now thought desirable to give the board. 

Mr. KexseY (of Salisbury) advocated the views of Mr. Torr, 
but, at the same time, he thought the directors should have 
power, in strong cases, to refuse to admit members. However, 
under the words of the 13th rule, the direetors'were not com- 
pelled to relieve a member. He thought the alteration proposed 
by Mr. Shaen would not be so objectionable as the necessity of 
going to other members in order to be proposed. 

A MEMBER suggested the insertion of words to the effect that 
no person should become a member who had been bankrupt or 
insolvent, otherwise the association might find itself in a diffi- 
culty from having claims made upon its funds, and in such a 
case, & young society might be considerably damaged. 

The CHarRMAN thought, that what had been suggested by 
Mr. Shaen and Mr. Cookson, and agreed to by Mr. Banner, 
would meet every difficulty. 

A MemBer suggested the omission of the words “admit 
members ” from the 13th rule. 

Mr. SHAEN reminded the meeting that they could not touch 
rule 13, as no notice had been given to that t. 

Mr. Doranr (of St. Alban’s) fully concurred in the. views 
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expressed with reference to the propriety of doing away with 
the necessity of being proposed. He knew there was great 
objection to it. 

The resolution, as amended, then passed nem. con. 
ar Kesey moved the next resolution, to the following 

t— 

“ That this meeting feels gratified at the satisfactory pro- 

gress which the society continues to make, and that it earnestly 
commends to every member of the profession the active support 
of the institution.” 
While they expressed their gratification at the progress of the 
society; he and his colleagues were sorry that a still larger ad- 
dition of members was necessary to enable the association to 
commence the performance of its duties, That necessity was 
only to be met by the exertions of the present members; and 
he hoped each would take an opportunity of impressing upon 
his professional brethren the benefits which such an association 
was calculated‘to effect. 

Mr. Cooxson seconded the motion. 

A Memper from Exeter regretted that out of seventy or 
eighty solicitors in that city, only three or four were members 
of the association, and urged the directors to use their exertions 
locally in order to increase the number of members. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Bett (president of the Liverpool Law Society) moved: 

“That the best thanks of the members of the association 
are due, and are hereby presented, to the board of directors, for 
their valuable services in behalf of the institution.” 


He would suggest to the directors whether they could not get 
corresponding members in towns where the number was not 
large enough to form a local committee; because a correspond- 
ing member would go to his brethren with a kind of authority, 
and possibiy induce many to join. 

Mr. Dorant seconded the motion, which passed unani- 
mously. 

The CuarrMAN appropriately acknowledged the vote. 

A vote of thanks to the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, for the opportunity afforded to the association of meet- 
ing in their room, passed unanimously. 

Mr. Kennepy moved, and Mr. Bennam seconded, a vote of 
thanks to the chairman for his services in behalf of the associa- 
tion, and for the kindness he had shown in the loan of an office 
for the conduct of its business, which passed unanimously. 

The CHAIRMAN, in acknowledging the vote, took occasion to 
pay a compliment to Mr. Eiffe, the secretary, for his zeal aud 

. energy in the conduct of the affairs of the institution. 

Mr. Harrison could endorse all that the chairman had said 
with reference to Mr. Eiffe. 

Mr. Banner eulogised Mr. Eiffe’s promptness in replying to 
inquiries made by country members, and also the accuracy of 
the information which he invariably afforded. 

The resolution passed with acclamation. 

An appropriate acknowledgment of the compliment by Mr. 
Eiffe brought the proceedings to a close. 


THE DINNER. 

At six o'clock in the evening, about 250 gentlemen sat down 
to dinner, at the Albion-hotel, Aldersgate-street, under the 
presidency of the Right Hon. the Lord Mayor, who was sup- 
aoe on his right by Mr. Cookson, Mr. Sheriff Conder, Mr. 

nner, and others; and on his left by Mr. Bower, Mr. Ser- 

_jeant Payne, Mr. Wordsworth, Q.C., and others. 

The cloth having been removed, and the usual loyal pre- 
liminaries observed by drinking the health of the Queen, the 
Royal Family, and the Army and Navy,— 


The CHarrMan then said, they had now come to what in 
the usual phraseology of meetings was called the toast of the 
evening; which was, “ The Association” which had brought them 
together, whose first anniversary they were met to commemorate. 
As they were all doubtless aware of the origin, nature; and 
objects of the association, it was not necessary that he should 
dwell upon them. It originated in a want that had been long 
felt both in town and country; because, amidst the large body 
of solicitors in England and Wales, there did rot exist 
an association collecting and embracing all the members of 
the profession; an association having for its object the relief 
of the widow and the orphan; and those who, by misfortune, 
had been driven from perfect competence to something like 
destitution. It was very true that, in several localities-in Eng- 
land and Wales, there had been societies existing amongst members 
of the profession to relieve those who wae within the scope of 
their sympathy; but a general, broad, comprehensive s0- 
ciety, in which all the solicitors of the kingdom could be united, 





ee a rare 
did not exist till 1856; and the moment it was proposed by a 
benevolent. friend of his (Mr: povggertar dey en the members 
of the profession; with whom he was associated for other 
purposes; it was felt to be an acknowledged want. It was éth- 
braced as an opportunity to do good, and nearly every member 
of the profession then present signified his bation of 
the object, his desire to become a member, his a 
that theré should be a general and universal fund for the benefit 
of poor and distressed brethren, and their widows and children. 
He was happy to find that the first subscription that was 
collected was a very large one; and he knew that it was not 
necessary to use arguments to induce those present; not only to 
enrol themselves as members, but after they left the room to 
invite all with whom they associated to follow their example, 
so that the association might be one of the most wealthy and 
useful in the kingdom. Was there necessity for such at asso- 
ciation? Let any one go over the list year year, and see 
the numbers that entered; and then let him reflect @ little 
further, and ascertain what had become of many'who had set 
out in youth with prospects of wealth and fortune, but who had 
been overtaken by ill-health or unforeseen circumstances—had 
been compelled to appeal to the Christian feeling and the 
kind exertions of those who had been more fortunate than 
themselves. But there was another aspect about which 
there could be no doubt. Many had left widows and chil- 
dren behind them, who, a8 long as the parent’s health con- 
tinued, were partakers of his labour, and lived in respectability 
and comfort. And would they not unite to form a fund which 
should be large enough to relieve every widow, and take cate 
of every fatherless child? These were forced upon thém as 
Christian men; and he hoped he should always consider évéry 
lawyer as a Christian man. He hoped that by the same time 
next year, instead of having £2000 as a permanent fund, the 
lawyers of England and Wales would have £10,000. Every- 
one should engage in this work; for none could tell what vicis- 
situdes might overtake him in a commercial country like Eng- 
land. Since he had been in the office which he had the dis- 
tinguished honour to fill, he had seen an amount of distress 
arsongst mémbers of the profession that many could hardly 
imagine. All might look fair without, but behind e was 
many an aching heart, many a widow, many a hungry child 
looking in vain for comfort and relief. Let it not longer be a 
reproach to them, as a wealthy body, that those who had strug- 
gled hard in early life to place themselves above want, but had 
failed, made an appeal to them in vain. 

Mr. Cookson remarked, that thongh Englishmén lived in 
a land of liberty, they were sometimes subjected to & despotism. 
It was under such a restraint that he was compelled, with a 
feeling of his own inadequacy; to propose the “Health of the 
Lord Mayor,” as the chief magistrate of the first city in the 
world. He congratulated the association that at its first 
anniversary they had so distinguished a member of thé pro- 
fession to preside over them. 

The CHarrmAN acknowledged the toast, and expressed a 
hope that they would all live to see the day when the associ- 
ation should have become a permanent institution. 

The next toast was, “ The Lord Chancellor and the judges 
of England, coupling with it the Common Serjeant.” 

Mr. Tuomas CHAMBERS (Common Serjedut) responded to 
the toast. He observed, that law did not mean litigation, but 
the absolute, unmixed dominion of right,—every man having 
and enjoying his own, as no man can enjoy it, except with an 
absolute sense of security. It was law broken, ht in inged, 
which led to litigation. It was wrong done which led to the 
invoking of the law, for the purpose of redressing it; and 
rights enjoyed undisturbed exceeded incalculably rights 
vindicated by an appeal to the law. There was no kind 
or degree of comparison between the amount of litigation which 
the profession prevented and the amount of litigation which their 
skill had conducted. ‘That was the reason why the profession of 
the law and the law itself were honoured in this countty. It 
was not @ profession which disturbed the tights of mén, but 
which secured atid settled them, and litigation in this country 
was but the ripple on the surface of the streani broad atid deép, | 
indicative of the general security of property and life. 
result depended upon two causes, which, in this country, had / 
for centuries coincided—the general justwf the laws, the excel- 
lence, correctness, and skill with which the legislative depart- 
ment conducted its duties, and the integrity and ability with 
which the administrative department of the law was carrie/ 
on. He to return them his’ warmest thar 
on behalf of the judges of the land, He had 
doubt. they would continue to. sustain the 
deserve the estimation which they had so 
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this co .. He was sure that when once the administration 
of justice in any department in a conntry, that moment 

failed in its normal principle, its p: function. 
Tt might fail in any other and recover; it did not fail in the 
administration of justice {without failing finally and utterly. 
That it would not so fail he felt sure; for the judges of the 
land were upright, independent, impartial; the bar learned, 


able, and fearless. The administration of the law was safé in 


England, because, considering the power which the great bod 
of Sihaltors had’ with psi The all that was held deed, 
socially and relatively, there was no class of men in the civilized 
world would bear any comparison with those who had the = 
perty and character of the people of England in their hands. 

Mr. ANDERTON announced that the subscription of the 
évehing amounted to £837. 

The Lord Mayor being compelled to leave the chair, it was 
occupied by Mr. Cookson.- 

“The Bar of England” was the next toast, coupling with it 
the name of Mr. Serjt. Payne. 

Mr. Serjt. Payne responded, and apologised for the absence 
of Mr. Wordsworth, who had previously left. 

“The health of the Sheriffs of London” followed, and in 
the absence of Mr. Sheriff Conder, who had also left, it was 
responded to by Mr. Under-Sheriff Surr. 

The Common SERJEANT proposed “ The Incorporated Law 
Society; the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Institution; and 
the other law societies of England and Wales;”’ coupling with 
it the name of Mr. Maugham, the secretary to the Law 
Institution. 

Mr. Mavenam responded, and said, he could bear testimony 
to the necessity of such an institution as the Solicitors’ Bene- 
volent Association, for he knew that many were really unable 
to pay the unjust tax which was imposed upon the body, in 
order to take out a certificate. 

“ The Trusteesof thé Association,” proposed by Mr. Maugham, 
and acknowledged by Mr. Anderton, followed. 

“The health of Mr. Cookson,” as chairman vice the Lord 
Mayor, was drunk and duly responded to. 

“ The Board of Directors and Auditors” concluded the list of 
toasts, and the company shortly afterwards dispersed. 


LONDON AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

The annual general theeting of the proprietors of this society 
and of the assured entitled to vote was held yesterday at the 
offices of the seciety, Fleet-street, for the reception of the report 
and the election of directors and auditors. In the absence of 
Mr. Butt, Q.C., the chairman, Mr. Henry Lake presided. 

Mr. Day, the actuary, read the report, which stated that 
“the new business of the year 1858 consists of 158 policies, 
assuring the sum of £190,380, and the premiums which have 
been received thereon amount to 6,419/. 0s. 6d., exhibiting, as 
compared with the previous year, an increase of 49 policies, 
£49,280 in the sums assured, and 2,164/. 10s. 1d. in premiums. 
This is equivalentito an increase of upwards of 50 per cent. on 
the new premiums received in the year 1857. The average 
amount of each policy is nearly the same as that of last year, 
being £1,205; thus showing a continuation of the same high 
class of business. The society’s income from premiums now 
exceeds £30,000. Eleven claims have been paid during the 
year, which, including bonuses, amount to 7,055/. 8s. 10d, 
showing, as compared with the previous year, a diminution of 


nearly £4,000; and those claims have been considerably below 
the estimate according to the office tables. Notwithstanding 
the increased business, the ordinary charges of management 
have been in no way augmented. In their report of last year, 
the directors referred to a special item of expenditure, viz., 
that for the extension of local agencies. Their anticipa- 
tions as to the results to be derived from this source 
have not been disappointed, the new agencies having 
yielded, during the year, the sum of 1,1592 19%. 8d. in 
hew iums, representing Sums assured amounting to 
£22,085, These results have encouraged the board to con- 
bes beat adpenbes th-ths this t. bs e sum Sper Os. 6d, 

tment of special local agents in 
the principal towns of in which the society was not 





before represented. The assets of the society have been aug- 
mented during the year, after payment all claims and 
expenses, by a sum of about £18,600. The directors regard 
this as an extremély favourable-feature of the year’s account, 
and as one of the best tests of the prosperity of thé society. 
The directors regret to announce that a vacancy has occurred 
in the board by the death of Mr. John Clark. This. vacancy 
will have to be filled up at the present meeting, in addition to 
those occasioned by the retirement by rotation of the following 
gentlemen; viz.—Messrs. Bacon, Bennett, Bower, Cholmeley, 
Fane, Fisher, Gazelee, Jones, Locke, Powell, Shaw, and 
who are all eligible for re-election. The auditors who retire by 
rotation are, for the proprietors, Mr. Edwin Ball, and for the 
assured, Mr. James W. Taylor, both of whom are eligible for 
re-election. The vacancy occasioned by the of Mr. 
William Parke, auditor for the proprietors, will have to bé filled 
up at the present meeting. In conclusion, the directors desire 
to thank the proprietors for the support the society has received 
from them during the past year, by the introduction of new 
assurances; and, as they must now be fully convinced of the 
satisfactory progress and increasing prosperity of the society, 
they trust that their exertions to promote its interests may 
henceforth be not merely continued, but greatly increased.” 
The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the Report, 
said, he thought the proprietors would agree with him that 
the state of the society was most satisfactory, and that, having 
passed through the perils of childhood, it was now very 
strong, efficient, and prosperous. In every point of view 
the society possessed elements of strength to a consider- 
able extent. Its capital amounted to very nearly £200,000. 
Its income in premiums exceeded £30,000 a-year. Its whole 
income was nearly £40,000; and when he looked to the past, 
and to the divisions made at the end of the last ten years— 
when he looked to the present, as evidenced in the report—or 
when he looked to the prospects of the future, he believed 
was every reasonable ground for anticipating that the 
was going on in a safe, prosperous, and good course. The 
ness of the last year had increased considerably, being, a8 
report had stated, more than 50 per cent. in excess 
immediately preceding, and larger in amount than 
ceding year. The capital had been increasing ever since 
formation of the society. One distinguishing feature of 
society had been its economy of management; and he 
he was correct in saying that no society in London tra 
the same amount of business, and ing an 
very 
was 


was conducted with so much economy. From 
satisfactory to find that although the business had increased 
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the society’s expenses had been very small, and it 


been expected, being £4,000 less than last year, when, actord- 
ing to ordinary Calculations, they might have been expected to 
reach double that sum. These statements would, he trusted, 
show the shareholders that they had good reason to congratulate 
themselves on the position in which the society stood, and justify 
them in recommending it amongst their friends. He did not 
believe that any society in London was more safe, or held out 
greater advantages. An extremely good bonus was given at 
the last division of profits, and there was every reason to expect 
an equally good one at the next division; for, while the share- 
holders were receiving a good interest, the business of the 
society was increasing, whilst its expenditure was nearly sta- 
tionary. He was glad to say, that during the last year the 
shareholders had responded to the call of the chairman, and 
had brought considerable additional business to the office; 

he trusted they would continue to do so, because it was 

sible such a society could flourish as it ought to do unless indi 
vidual shareholders felt that they had a personal in in i 
prosperity. He thought it unnecessary to read the balance- 
sheet, as a copy of it had been sent to every shareholder, and 
would, therefore, not detain the meeting further than to move 
that the report, together with the balance-sheet, be received 
and adopted. 

a Smirn seconded the motion, which was carried unani- 
mously. 

On the motion of Mr. Keen, seconded by Mr. Tarzor, the 
retiring directors were re-elected, and Mr. Parke was elected to 
fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of Mr. Clark. 

The retiring auditors were re-elected, and the vacancy ooca- 
sioned by the resignation of Mr. Parke was filled up by the 
— of Mr. Philip Roberts, of South-square, Gray’s- 


A vote of thanks to the chairman terminated the proceddings. 
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BALANCE SHEET. 
aaa 5 AND EXPENDITURE DURING THE YEAR ENDING 3lsT Dec., 1858. 
a. . December, 1857— i weed, 
England 


At the Bank of oo Ae 15 1 
Ip hand ...ccecscerceoseccesces 3616 7 


os Premiums (New)......-+scsccscescrerees 6,419 8 6 
» Ditto (Renewals)......ecseceeeee «++ 24,028 7 10 


30,447 16 4 

»» Consideration for Annuities ... 288 2 0 
»» Dividends and Interest on Investments... 7,093 7 4 
1 


1,892 ll 8 


» Commission on Re-Assurances......+++++++++ A 141 12 
» Surrender of Re-Assurances.........-+s0-seeceesecece 137 6 
» London and North-Western Railway Deben- 

tures Repaid ........... eas 5,000 0 0 
wo UAE Repaid ......ccccccccccccccccccce 9,489 19 1 


»» Fines for revival of Lapsed Policies.........++++ 
The Society’s Investments on the 31st December, ‘Ts58, 


£3 per cent. Consols. 
New 3 per cent. Annuities, 
£3 per cent. Reduced Annuities. 
Great Western Railway Debentures. 
Mortgages and other Investments. 
On Deposit at London and Westminster Bank. 
Ditto Union Bank of London. 
Society’s House. 

Georce M. Burr, Chairman. 


Examined by us this 11th February, 1859, 
Joun A. PowELL, 


14,439 19 
9 12 


£54,380 7 


+» Ground = as, “Property Tax) «+e. £81 18 
» Rates and Taxes (including eracond Tax).... 150 19 
13 


harges . sereceees 
»» Insurance of House, Repairs, and Furniture. - BB 
»» Directors eveccccoccccccccccccces SOO 8 
SEED ab wedediuaveviccisivcésiocvedac 21 
» Salaries to Actuary and Secretary, Physician 


-_ 
ANAenKo. SOAR OeKse 


» Policy and Annuity Deea Stamps 
»» Petty bre a alee erage. cbe 
a » Fees to Medical Referees .. 


»» Commission ° 
3? Expenses incurred in the. Extension of Agencies... 

so Premiums on Re-Assurances ........secccesceseess 
»» Annuities paid. . enbcadebae 
» Claims under eleven ‘Policies, ‘including Bonuses... 

» Bonuses commuted for cash 

nee Senentaral Petising. -0-. onavr- éugine 


Cer eee ee eeerereseneseanseees 


—— 
wn PrPoanwnowrns 
— 
Bacoeortawnesa 


‘At the Bank of England ............ 4,335 14 6 


eee eee eeerereserecereseseees 9 


4,356 1 3 


£54,380 7 9 9 
We have carefully examined this Account, and find the same to be 
correct — Epwin Batt, Jas. W. TAYLor, Audito 
Ws. Parke,  Jostau T. Pavt, ay 


> 
Court Papers. 


March 4th, 1859. 


Court of Chancery. 
GENERAL ORDERS AND RULES ISSUED MARCH 30, 1859. 


In the following Orders, unless oun be something in the subject-matter 
or context repugnant to such a construction, words expressed in the singu- 
lar and in the plural number respectively, shall be construed as applicable re- 
Tatton to several persons or things, or to one person or thing ; the word 

jude a Decree ; words im ng the masculine gender 
ball i ‘aclu fe females; the word party shall mean any person appearing at 
the hearing of the cause, or of the application respectively, as the case 
may be, and shall include a body politic or corporate, and when any period 
is specified, the same shall be computed exclusive of vacations. 
IL ‘ 

At the time of bespeaking an Order, the person bes ing the same is 
to leave with the Registrar his counsel’s briefs, and such other documents 
as may be required by the Registrar for the purpose of enabling him to 
draw up the same. 


Every Order is to be bespoken, wn ‘tee briefs and such other documents 
- a8 by Order II. are required to be left with the Registrar on bespeaking the 
_timedLoee after the Order is pronounced or 
finally disposed of by the 
en, ard the briefs and other 


. case an bespok: requisite 
ocasmnend jek with the Registrar within the time ane by Order LI., 
the be Regietwar may decline to draw up the Order withou! 


N. 
At the time of es out the draft of pS yes Order which requires to 


settled by the Negistrar'is the presence of the parties, the Registrar is 
deli y on whose application the draft has been pre- 
writing of a time for settling the same. 





A copy of such’ a) 
clear day at least before the time 
and the party serving such 
ely «mm mp Svcd ce to the such 
other documents as may be necessary to enable him to settle the draft, 


vil. 
Service of such appointment is to be effected by leaving @ copy thereof 
at the place for service of the party to be served, or by acopy 
the by the post to such party at such place for service. 


Vill. 

At the time fixed for settling the draft, the original a) 
gether with a mem lum endorsed thereon of the 
thereof on the opposite party, and signed by the 
service was ese yr — be delivered to the 
may be satisfied that corvise Dee eae auly sien; bop tee ation 
may require such anu to be verified by affidavit. 


IX. 

When the draft Order hes been settled by the Registrar, he is to name a 
time in the presence of the several parties, or else to deliver out an ap- 
pointment in writing of a time for passing the Order, which 
is to be served on the opposite party in like manner, as 
VIL., with reference to an appointment to settle the draft 
ORNS even eee oe eee ee 


If any party fails to attend the tal cmpcnomeat 
draft of any Order, or to pass the Order, or to produce his 
other documents as the may require to enable 
draft, or pass such Order, the Registrar may proceed to settle 
pass the Order in his absence. 


In any case in which the Registrar. may not think fit wy proceed in the 
absence of the party failing to attend or to produce his briefs, and such 
other documents as aforesaid, the Registrar is to be at 
with the production of counsel's briefs, and to act 
he may think fit, of the actual appearance by of the 
to attend, or to produce such documents or papers as 
quire the matter to be mentioned i the Court. 


The Registrar’s appointment may aa in the following form :— 
; Chancery Registrar’s Office, Chancery-lane. 
“ A. v. B.” 


or, *' In the matter of *‘ A.” 

I have appointed —— the —— day of ——, 1859, at eleven o’clock in the 
forenoon, to settle the draft of the Decree [or, “ Order”), [or, “to = 
the Decree or Order”], pronounced in this cause [or, mater) by [Zhe 
Master of the Rolls} on the —— day of ——. 

H. E. Bicxngxn, Registrar. 
XII 


The Registrar’s appointments, with the endorsements (if any) thereon, 
are to be filed by the Registrar. 

XIV. 

The Registrar may adjourn any appointment to settle the draft of any 
Order, or to pass the Order to such time as he may think fit, and the par- 
ties who attended the appointment shall be bound to attend such adjourn- 
ment without further notice. 


XV. 

Notwithstanding the preceding Orders, the Registrar is-to be at liberty, 
in any case in which he may think it expedient so to do, to settle and pass 
the Order without making any appointment for either purpose, and without 
notice to any party. =- 


At the foot of every petition presented to the Lord Chancellor or to the 
Master of the Rolls, a statment is to be made of the parties or persons, if 
any, intended to be served therewith ; and if no party or person is intended 
to be served with such petition, a statement to that effect is to be made at 
the foot of the petition. _— 

Where any person is by any Order directed to pay any money or deliver 
up any property to another, it shall not be necessary to make any 
of the money or other property directed to be paid or delivered; but'the 
person directed to pay such money or deliver up such property shall be 
bound to pay or deliver over the same upon being duly served with such 
Order without demand, and process of contempt may issue accordingly to 
enforce performance thereof. 


VIIL. 
These Orders shall take effect and come into operation on the 15th day of 


April, 1859. 
CHELMsForD, C. Ricap. T, Kisperszzr, V.C. 
Joun Romity, M.R. Joun Stuart, V.C, 
J. L. Kutcnt Bruce, L.J. W. P. Woop, V.C. 
G. J. Turner, L.J. 


Common Pleas. 
ENLARGED BULES,—Easter Team, 1859. 
REMANET PAPER, 
To the First Day of Term. 
In the matter of an Agreement between Robertson and West. 
. Gutteridge v. Sowerby. 
Crouch »v. The Official Manager of the Royal British Bank. 
To the Sixth Day of Term. 
In the matter of the Complaint of Nicholson, jun. and Another v. Great 
Western Railway Company. 
To the Tenth Day y Term. 
Notman and Another v. The Anchor Assurance Company, 
To the Fourteenth Day of Term. 
In the matter of the Complaint of the Rhymney Railway Company v. The 
Taff Vale Railway Company. 
Until Application to Court of Chancery is disposed of. 
Nutt v. The Midland Railway Company. 
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Zo the Fourth Day of Term after Trial. 


sae v. Back. 
v. Back. 
/ Until Proceedings in Chancery are dispostd of. 
Walter and Ux. v. Whittaker. 
Until Judgment given in House of Lords. 
Broadbent v. The Imperial Gas Light and Coke Company. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 


Wednesday, April 27. 
Dem. Cox v. Muncey (The Rule for a New Trial to be argued 
herewith). 
~ Smith v. Roche. 
ta Glyn, Bart. v. The Aberdare Valley Railway Company. 
af by Wolverhampton New Waterworks Company v. 
ee Appellant ; Francis, Depenient (restored by 
Dem. The Wolverhampton New Waterworks Company v. Holy- 


pe: aaa the Special Case to be agreed 
Co. Ct. Appeal. The Hoddesdon Gas bony Coke Company, Appellants; 
Haslewood, 


Dem. Yescomb and Ux. v. Teeter! 
Case by Order. v. Ponsford. 
Dem, epee Be. v. Gregory. 
Case by Order. Valente v. Gibbs and 
o Gibbs and Others v. Valente: 
o. Moore and Others v. Rawlins. 
Friday, Aprii 29, 


Case, Nisi Prius. Hussey v. Stapleton. 
Ap.from Justices.The Governors, &c., of the Poor of St. James’, West- 
Mary i ‘Appellants ; The Sete of the Poor of St. 


Dem.” Ha: Ainsworth (Garnish 
v ee). 
Haynes Scott. ' 
° Santos v. Illidge and Others. 
Wednesday, May 4. 
Willis and Others v. Palmer and Others, 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Michaelmas Term, 1857. 


—- and Others v. Massey and Others (to stand over 
till Egerton and Ux, v. Massey and Others in Error is 
disposed of ). 


Michaelmas Term, 1858. 
Cox v. Muncey (to be argued with the Demurrer). 
Bernstein v. Baxendale and Others 


” Cahill and “Another ©. Dawson (stood over for parties to 


arrange). 
” Dillnutt v. Smeed. 
. Clarke v. Dickson. 
Holmes v. Mitchell. 
Phillips v. Ball and Others. 
Hilary Term, 1859. 
xX. Brett v. Phillips. 
Lecaan v. Kirkman, 
Levy v. Lewis. 
Earl Shrewsbury v. Scott and Others, 
Cooper, go “ay v. Law. 
Sweeting v. 
Maltass v. ‘sidale.” 


‘°.. Solomon v. Meyers. 
liverpool. Radcliffe v, Marrian. 
v. 


Cur. ad Vult. 
Primrose. 
London a al Loan and Discount Company v. Drake. 
Shadwell v, Shad 
Bolckow and yee v. Kuttner and Another. 


Ei eee Wa EOE 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 


BIRTHS. 


BEARD—On 10, at 2 Bowley-cottages, Kingsland, the wife of Thomas 
Beard, Esq. itor, of a ‘hter. 
BEDFORD. Gn A a 12, at 5 Royai-crescent, Notting-hill, the wie of 


Edwin Bedford, Esq., of a 
BLOXAM—On April 10, at 20 G ES Hyde-park-gardens, the 
wife of Ed Bloxam, Eaq., of a son. 
GAWLER—On Feb. 8, at am-lodge, North Adelaide, Caroline 
jasusta, the wife of Henry Gawler, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a 
(OND—On a ue at. Finchley, the wife of William Hammond, 


aut On ap Apel Tara at 9 eo get, the wife of Edwin 


e 


-at-Law, of 
at 112 onater- terrace, ges park-gardens, 
ee of @ daughter. : 


MARRIAGES. 
April 13, at St. Mary’s church, Ealing, 


the Rev. E. W. M. E. Grant-Dutf, Esq. M.P., to Anna Julia, 
" ° ‘ee to Anna 
child of award Webster, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, , Barrister-at-Law. 
TRY—POLLOCK—On Peter's church, Dublin, b y the 





Advocate, to Elizabeth, only daughter of Robert Rodger, Esq., of Nether- 


Procurator-Fiscal of 
SMITH—OWEN—On Feb. 3, at Darlinghurst, Australia, William Smith, 
Esq., Solicitor, teary to Fanny, daughter of the late Owen Owen, 


Esq., Solicitor, Carnarvon. 
WILSON—THOMPSON—On April 12, at the parish church, is 
byt the brother of the bride, the Rev. W. H. Thompson, Canon of 
and Professor of Greek in the University of Cambridge, the Rev. J. Gil- 
christ Wilson, London, to Susan, second surviving daughter of ‘the late 
William Thompson, Esq., Solicitor, York. 


DEATHS, 


CASE—On April 11, at Foulton Hey, Cheshire, John Deane Case, Esq., a 
magistrate for the’ county, in the 74th year of his age. 

FERGUSON—On Feb. 1, at Inverbrackie, Adelaide, Mr. James Ferguson, 
formerly Solicitor in Turriff, Aberdeenshire, Scotland. - 

GRIFFIN—On April 12, at "Hereford-square, Old Brompton, Nathaniel 
Griffin, Esq., of Gray’ s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, in the 56th year of his 


age. 

HALLAM—On April 8, at Brighton, in the 63rd year of his age, George 
Walsh Hallam, Esq., of Brent Pelham-hall, Herts, a magistrate and a 
deputy-lieutenant for the county. 

LONG—On April 6, at 4 Bond-street, Pentonville, Julia, widow of the late 
Mr. Pierce Long, Solicitor, in her 62nd year. 

ra April 6, at Knaresborough, Mr. Samuel _—.. » Soli- 

tor, aged 81, who had been. in practice in that town since 1 

ROSOGE On April 3, at 37 Bathwith-hill, Bath, Thomas Roscoe, Esq. 
Solicitor, late of Knutsford, Cheshire. 

ROSCOE—On April 5, at Lower Edmonton, William Roscoe, Esq., of Lower 
Edmonton, and of King-street, Finsbury-square. 

SANDERS— On April 13, at Orme-square, Bayswater, Robert Bradfield 
Sanders, Solicitors, in the 60th year of his age. 


a 


Unclaimed Stock in the Bank of Lugland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore sianding in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

BiackaLt, Major Ropert, Moor-place, Herts, Georcr Dominicus, Esq., 
East Farley, Kent, and Roperr Gear, Esq., East India House, One 
Dividend on £4,055:9:0 3 per Cent. Consols— Claimed by Ricnarp 
Gustavus Hanpcock and Grorce SanDHAM, acting executors of Robert 
Gear, deceased, who was the survivor. 

DavenrortT, Rev. EpmunD SHakincTon, Vicar of Worfield, Salop, Joan 
Frayer, and Peter REXNoLDs, Farmers, of the same place, £58 : 9: 3 
New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Ex1zaseTH WALKER, wife of Rev. Thomas 
Walker, administatrix, with the will annexed of John Fryer, deceased, 
who was the survivor. 

Fustayson, Nicon, Esq., Hudson’s Bay, and ExizabeTm Fintarson, his 
= £35 3 per Cent. Consols.—Claimed by Nicot Finzayson, the 
survivor. 

Green, Witt1Am, Gent., Bank of England, One Dividend on £5,710 Re- 
duced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by WILLIAM GREEN. 

Lavuniz, Sir Peres, Knt., Park-square, Regent’s-park, FRaANCIs WARDEN, 
Esq., Bryanstone-square, ARCHIBALD CocksuRN, Esq., Mark-lane, Lon- 
don, and Bensamin Borp, Esq., New Bank-buildings, Three Dividends 
on £888 : 2: 8 Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Sir Peter Lavais. 

Magartorr, Rev. James PowEtt, Cotesbrook, Leicestershire, £1,516 : 11: 9 
Reduced 3 per Cents. —Claimed by JAMES POWELL MARRIOTT 

Prrman, Ropent, East India Company’s Service, One Dividend on £1,400 
New 34 per Cents., and One Dividend on £600 New 3§ per Cents.— 
Claimed by Jonny ANDERSON, one of the executors. 

Porson, Dani£t, Esq., Island of Carriacen, £254 : 5 : 11 Consols.—Claimed 
by CaTHERINE PoLson, Spinster, the administratrix, with will annexed de 
bonis non. 

Reppine, Mary Jane, Spinster, Paradise-street, Rotherhithe, £41 : 15: 
New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Saran REDDING, Widow, the administra- 
trix. 


SPooNER, James, Civil Engineer, Port Madoc, Carnarvonshire, One: Divi- 
dend on £1,492 : 10 : 6 New 34 per Cents.—Claimed by CUARLES Easton 
Sproonsr, administrator with the will annexed. 

im an — 
Seir at Law and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette. 

Brown, Rosert, Hosier, Hinckley, Leicestershire (who died on or about 

April 18, 1824). Brown v. Jarvis, V. C. Wood. May 2. 

CARRUTHERS, Joun, Spirit Merchant, Wantage, Berks (who died in or about 

Dec., 1857). Burnett & others v.Burnett & another, V. C. Stuart. May 2. 

Drx, CuRisTOPHER, late of Islington. His next of kin to apply to Monck- 

ton & Co., Solicitors; | Raymond-buil Gray’s-inn. 

GREEN, Capt. JAMES, ‘of the Royal Navy. His next of kin to apply to 
M. Soon, how pag tr osinge fi ‘eee yde 

Hurcainson, ABETH, low, 12 Kensington-gardens*terrace, 

park (who died in or about July, 1858). Bristow 9. Skirrow, M 

May 6. 

Kennett, Henry (son of Henry Kennett, late of Priory-piace, Dover). 

His pene els oe Se Solicitors 3 Castle-terrace, Dover. 

Lams, Mary, wife of ~¥:! Lamb (late Mary Croft, Widow), form formerly of 





Liverpool, afterwards of Bristol, and late of Wolverhampton (who died 
= ud about Nov., thy Romney v. Dickson & others, V. C. Stuart. 
ay 7. 


—_—-_—~>—— - 
Estate Lxchange Report. 


(For the week ending April 7th, 1859.) 
AT THE Mart.—By Messrs. GapspEn, WINTERFLOOD, & Extis, 


Freehold Family Residence, Shern. Hall-street, Walthamstow, — with 
large pleasure aie’ coach-house, stable, &c.—Sold for £1600, 


y Messrs. Beapet & Sons. 
copyuala Land, Durley omnis Durley, Southamp- 





Three Allotments of 
* ton, comprising 3a, 


2k, 9p,—Sold for £70, . 
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By Pe Bi «ing A 
from Lady-day, 1859, at ry | 
oy ke i vo 1-40, 1868, oon 


rhary 3 No. 61, Newington-causeway, held for 16 years 
at £90 per annum.—Sold for for 280. 


Mr, NEWwson. 
-street, Murray-street, Hoxton, held for 
49, at a peppercorn ; let at £23 per ann.— 


ine Bown, No. 1, Evey 
from Midsummer, } 
Soil for for £280. 


KEYsELL. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 43, Wstioreland-stree, South Belgravia, held 
for 71 years from Lady-day, ~ ground-rent, £16 per annum ; let at 
£40 per annum.— for £24 

Leasehold Residence, No. 49, Westmoreland reanaet same term and ground- 
rent; let at £40 per annum.—Sold for £240. 


By Mr. W. F. Hammonp. 
Leasehold Roam Me No. 44, Edward-square, Caledonian-road, Islington; 
term, 81 —— per prey’ 1859; ground-rent, £5 per annum ; let 


at £30 
House, 1 No. 45, Edward-square, phages § same term and 
ground-rent; let at £32 per annum.—Sold for £ 


PB ang E. Fox & eM 
Leasehold House and No. 2, Warren-street, Pentonville ; held for 
59 from . 1821, at a ground-rent of £5 per annum ; let at 

annum.— id for £185. 
F Plot of Building Ground, Vine-street, Bermondsey.—Sold for £50, 
Perer Depap BR Prirenarp, 
street, Marylebone ; let on lease 
— 1789, at a ground- 
rent of £5:5:0 oer annum.—Seld for 


Leasehold Houses, Nos. 5, 6, 7, & 8, Wien ae ‘North, Stepney ; let at 
313s 0 per annum ; term, term, 70 years from December 25, 1856; ground- 
12:12 0. Sold for £620 
House, Wo 21, Gillam’s-court, Rotherhithe-street; estimated 
value, £13 per annum. ” Sold for £90. 


At Garraway’s.—By Mr. Hanpine. of 
Leasehold Estate, com Seven - houses, & and a Bey 
Ground, Gibraitar-walk, nal-green ; Maan tg 31 Tha. J, 
oe ae gga gethmma estimated annual value, eit. 
By Messrs. Price & CuarK. 
Dwelling-house, No. 3, Hanover-court, Long Acre ; annual value, 


meso i Land, Grove-road, Hornsey-roac, Hol- 
of Building mc Acacia-road, Lower Sydenham. 


to £76 per 


le, 
ae for 11 years from September, 
“ The Socket Stroud Green, Croydon, mtg 
and Cottages adjoining let on lease for 21 years from June, ! 
at £42 per annum.—Sold for £630. 
Freehold, Six Cottages adjoining last lot, producing £45 per annum.—Sold 


By Messrs. Faresroruer, Crark, & Lye. 
Residence, No. 35, By Retteot-piate, Beat -square 3 let at £110 
annum for whole of Term; ground-rent, £52: 10:0 ‘per annum 
for the residue of a term of years expiring Michaelmas, 1871 Bold 
Se Een 


English Funds. 


Sat. | Mon. 


EY 


eon leas 








Do. 30 years(exp. 3 Jan. 5, 


Se eeeesererese 


Daye i 


Indis: suagsrgnaperl 


India Bonds (£1,000) .. 
Do. (under £1000) 
Consols for 


Exch. Bills(1000) iar, 

XC) ‘ 
Ditto June. 

a Bills eae 2, Mar. 

Exch. Bills (Sena ia 
Ditto 


8s p 
10s12sp| 
36833sp 


P| 348368 p: 


























Railway Stock, 


Raitways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. 








Birk. Lan. & Ch. June..| .. 

Bristol and Exeter ...,.| 92 

Caledonian 798 

Chester and er ve 
A ocedoae 


Eastern Union A. Stock. 
Ditto B, Stock 
East Lancashire 
Edinburgh and Glasgow 
Dundee 


in. Perth, 
Glasgow & South-Westn. 
Great Northern 
Ditto A, Stock 
Ditto B. Stock .... 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.) 
Great Western .....++. 


London & North-Wstrn.. 
London & South-Westrn. 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln.. 
Midland 

Ditto . Birm. & Derby 
Norfolk .......0000+ as 
North British 
North-Eastern (Brwck.) 

Ditto Leeds 


London 

Oxford, Wore. & Wolver. 
Scottish Central 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk. 

Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk. 
Shropshire Union 
South Devon .. 
South-Eastern 
South Wales ..... 
Vale of Neath 























London Gazettes. 


Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
Tuxspax, April 12, 1859. 
Sanpom, Witi1ams, Deptford. 


Bankrupts. 
TUESDAY, April 12, a 


aver Joun, Fellmonger, Liverpool. Com. Perry: May 6 and 
; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Turner. Sols, Owen ‘& Mence, Liverpool. 


Apa 8. 

BARNASCHINA, ANTHONY, General Dealer, 16 New-rd., Gravesend. Com. 
Goulburn: April 30, at 11, and May 23, at 1; st. Off. Au. 
Pennell. Sol. Sismey, 11 Serjeants’-inn. Pet, April 

BAUMAN, Wituam, & CARLETON DE 
Operative and Training Institution, a Com. 

19, at 1.30, and May 24, at1; Basinghall 
Lawrance, Plews, & Bowyer, 14 Old Ji 

BRIGGS, AtFrrep, Builder, Sheffield. _ Wate he 
at 10; Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. oy be 

DAVIS, Tuomas, Hotel Keeper, 11 Chapt eer 
tofore of Great Malvern. Com. Go ape a 30, . 1; ee re 
at 12; Basinghall-st. . Ass. Nicholson. 
place, Old Jewry. Pet. Mar. 28. 

MASTERS, Epmunp, Wine Merchant, 12 Mark-lane. Com. mares 
April 23, at 12.30 ; and May 24, at 2; Pasinghall-ct. Off. Ass. Edwards. 
Sol. Sharp, 150 Leadenhall-st.. Pet. April 

MIDDLETON, Tuomas, Gasfitter, Sheffield. Com. Wests yeast 23 and 
ran at 10; Shi Of’. Ass. Brewin. Sol. Ryalls, Sheffield. Pe. 


PALME, W Wo Horer, Merchant, Southtown, Little Yarmouth, Suf- 
folk. Fane st Maple ai, Years, 8 Freda, 
Ass. Whispors. Sols Maples, agleh, @ Fonyye 6 ’ 
Jewry ; or Holt & Sons, Yarmou 

rowEii Tuomas, Worsted Tore Merchant, 3 Windsor-ct., Monkwell-st., 
— Com. Evans: April 21, at 1.30; and May 26, ot 12; Basug 

% 5 Ass. Bell. Sois. Clarke, 14 Serjeants’- 
& Weight, eighly, Yorkshire. Pet. April 8. 

SALDORF, Frepenicx, Cornfactor, Plymouth. Com. Andrews: April 28, 
at 10; and May 26, at1; Plymouth. . Ass, Hirtzel. Sole, Salt 
Plymouth ; 3; or Elworthy, Curtis, & Dawe, outh. Pet. 30, 

TALLERMAN, Haxnzis, Wholesale Clothier, ew mae | Goul- 
burn: ‘April 30, a8 it Pe Off. Ass, Pennell. 
Soj. Jones, 15 Size-lane. April 

TODD, Many, & WiLtiam Wavpeun, Ton Merchants, N 
Down, Ireland (David Todd & Co.) Comp. Perry: ants: eri, eit 
Liverpool. Of. Ass. Bird, Sol. Jenkins, Castle-st., Liverpool. Pé. 

TUCKER, Epuunp Artes deta oe Weymouth. 

Pig t A Ease Bath 18, at 12;) Exeter. Of. Ass. Corsi 


"reas Ronee 


Mar, 23. 
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12; Manchester. 


YA a oe iy gaa 
sale, Worthington, Shipman, 
Fawar, Aprit 15, 1859. 
paren 4 
J eSaripe tac 






PRICE, JAMEs Brent, Mercer, late 





Sols. & 

STEVENS, Frayois = nee 
47 eh yo 30, at 1; 
. Sol, Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. Pet. 

BANKRUPTCY 

Fray, April 15, 1859. 

Goss, ADaM BanwistER, Brewer, Ormskirk. April 9. 

MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 

TugspaY, Apri? 12, 1859. 











euswun. Taomas, 
Southwark. May 3, at | 30 | Be 







Gray, Geo) Wa of G @ , Builder, 
} ¥ | Wan chine the name RORGE GRAY), Builder, 
gon a 5 Norr, ae Worker, anbiahans, May 5, at 11; 







pera ee aa Wrrtox Huaains, Wine &- Spirit 
1; Nottingham. 
loan dom Jou, Spinal eee May 4, at 12; Manchester. 
pe Joun, it, Newark-upon-Trent. May 10, at 
Frupax, April 15, 1859. 
ALLEN, 






6, at 







CanisTMas, 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 







Basinghall-st. 
Cagtun, PHrLuir, Sail Maker, Liverpool. April 6, at 11; 
Mie) Gane , JOSEPH, EDwaRp Eccizs, 
(0.), Cotton 







Brokers, Liverpool. May 6, at 11; Live: 














Anns ae Draper, il ii May 9, at 1; 
Suz, BERNanD, Plumber, Sheffield. May 7, at 10; Sheffe 
0 AA ufacturer, Leicester. 
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Ware ILLIAM ta Jura x Batuonst, Drapers, 
ax Rigs: : 
soc, Halifax. May 9, at 11; Leeds. 
CERTIFICATES, 





Torspay, April 12, 1859. 





r, New-cross and 


Fowrer, Wintiam, B 
st. 







nas, Jon ATHAN, Miller, Dartford. May 3, at 
Hoes, 8 retains , Auctioneer, Salisbury. 






st 1; Basinghall-st 





11; Exeter. 
Portus, Grorcx BuLtocx, Apothecary, Liverpool. 








ieniy. April 15, 1859. 
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Manufacturers. Little Bolton, 


Liverpool. 
& ALexANper Eccurs™ Genet Eccles & 


Lancashire 
. Ass. Pott. 
Seddon, Manchester, Pet. April 4. 
& John Homes), | Flour Dealer, Bolton-le-Moors. 


ss. Fraser. Sols. 
hebatle Pet. April 8. 
Pe so woeie A of 97 (Bag en Southwark, 


Goulburn: May 2, 
now ag § Gr Ay aare tt Sena On. don “Pennell. Sol. Moss, 
ls hill. Pet. April 11. 

Mmiths, Ti 2 SERS Mokam (W. @ 3, Hox Phy verge OF. 
a ve 
Ass. Morgan. ‘Sols. Neal & Mastin, Liverpool "Pet. April 14. 


q of Horsham, on pty FE 
Com. ieee koh” & 31, at fll; tg Off. Ass. Harris. 
James t, Birmingham. 


‘al Exchange. Com. 
_ ta Of. Ass. 


Hygypx, Mineral Merchant; Wolverhampton. May 12» 
Doxros, Soup, (ane, Brassingtop, Derbyshire. May 10, at 11; Not- 
Seoreresi-gremm. and 216 High-st., 


Sreruen, & Henny Jonas Samira, Merchants, Mark-lane-chambers, 
lane May 12; 


-st. 
» Ro r. May 2, at 12; Manchester. 
Dewrise, Be Epwarp Hons, Draper, Wells, Norfolk. May 6, at 1.80; Ba- 


CHARLEs, Provision Merchant, 5 Farringdon-st. May 9, at 
Couns, Fura Maxtet Gertenes, Old Kent-rd., Peckham. May 6, at 12: 


rpool. 
ER, Matruew, Merchant, in the year 1826, Lime-st.-sq. May 9, at 


11; Basinghall-st, 
» DAVID. , late of St. Helen’s-pl., London, now of Herne- 
bay. Ma: 6, at IL. 30 ; . 
yrs ILLIAM, & = TAYLoR, Maltsters, Hadlow, Kent. May 6, 
mor i Hf Tutt, Seales, Haulier, Waterloo-house, Mynyddysllwyn, Monmouthshire. 
Kewr, Tuomas, Maltster, Lone, Kent May 6, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
rr, Cuanuss WILLA, Draper, ge. May 7, at 11; Basing- 


na 
May 10, “4 11; Not- 


r, Sheffield. May 7, at 10; Sheffield. 


Regent-st. May 


To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 


pe, Es , Henry, Shipowner, pet Homerton. May 5, at 11.30; Ba- 

Cottins, Wittiam Epw. Coins, Mapsellers, 22 
Paternoster-row rane 5, at & oe vallest, dia 

oil May 5, at 1,30; 

ees. Joun Davin, Draper, 7 North-st., Taunton. May 11, at 11; 


May 6, at 12; Basingball- 
\ Ricuarp Henry, Draper, Brewer-st., Somer’s-town. May 5, 
Mansaazs,, Rreuanp Laws, Coach Maker, Lanivet, Cornwall. May 4, at 
May 3, at 12,30; 
Sa jes Sateen, SMa es ae, 


(Winstanley, Beenie fe) May 3, 
cert. J. Winstanley; sep. cert. C. Houghton; 


Bexxerr, Jon, Lronfounder, Spon-lane, West Bromwich. May 9, at 11; 


Baown, Grocer, 60 Crawford-st., Bryanste ade 
= ‘Oxford-market, ‘May 6, at 11 ; Basinghall-st 


West, 


Coox, Epwarp Joun, Wine Merchant, mse of East Bergholt, Suffolk. and 

now of | Hall-st., City-rd. May 6, at ; Basinghall-st. 
N, GEORGE, Builder, Rochester. ies 6 at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Davies, WILLIAM, Baker, Norton-st., Baldock, Herts. May 9, at 11.30; . 
Basinghall-st. 

GLENNIE, THomAs, Boarding-house Keeper, 32 Harley-st., Cavendish-sq. 
May 6, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

SimesTEr, JOHN Epwix, Grocer, Cardiff. May 10, a 11; OB oe 

SKEELEs, JAMES Hussanp, Boot and Shoe Dealer, Liverpool. May 6, at 
12; Liverpool. 

fv Henry, Currier, Great Charles-st., Birmingham. May 9, at 11; 

irmin, 


Torney, Joun Goopson, Grocer, 9 Mount-pl., Walworth-rd. May 6, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 
Wuirte, GzrorGe FrepEnick, BERNARD CourTNeY, & SAMUEL Trices, Wine 
Merchants, Mark-lane. May 10, at 12; Basi 
Wittrams, Ricnarp, Shoe Manufacturer, "Dudley. May 12, at 11; Bir- 
mingham. 
To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tuespay, April 12, 1859. 
Brenpom, Cast, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. April 1, 2nd class. 
Consrrr, Richard, Commission Agent, t, Kingston-upon-Hull. April 6, 3rd 
class, subject to a suspension of 12 months. 
Gress, ALEXANDER, Stained-glass Painter, 38 Bedford-sq. Mar. 31, 3rd 
class, ied 12 months. - 
Grssoy, Henry, Merchant, 17 Gracechurch-st. April 5, 2nd class. 
Mettiss, Rosert McHarriz, Merchant, Manchester. April 4, 3nd ; 
NEWBOLD, Joun Dayiwson, Toyman, Lincoln, April 6, 3rd class, the - 
expiration of 21 days. 
Roserts, WittiaM, Grocer, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. Mar. 30, Ist class. 


Faiway, April 15, 1859. 

ANDREWS, RICHARD, Stationer, late of Fareham, Lancs now of the Lord 
Nelson, Morning-lane, Homerton. April 9, ard class. 

Bencu, Georcs, Innkeeper, Cheltenham. April 12, Ist class. 

Forp, Henry, Draper, Beaumont-sq., Mile-end. April 8, 2nd class. 

Mount, James, Bobbin Manufacturer, Bingley, Yorkshire. April 12, 3rd - 
class; at the expiration of 21 days. 

Smita, Jonn Peter Georce, Banker, Liverpool. April 8, Ist class. 

Witson, Marcarer, Milliner, Halifax. April 12, 3rd class; at the expi- 
ration of 21 days. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TursDaY, April 12, 1859. 

Berry, Henry Esenezer, Maltster, Kingmer, Sussex. Mar. 3. Trustees, 
C. Parsons, Stonemason, Lewes; A. K. Sampson, Timber Merchant, 
Lewes. Creditors to execute before June 3. Sol. Laws, Lewes. 

Coxe, Jonn, Tailor, Cambridge. Feb.7. Trustees, J Chaffey, Woollen 
Draper, 29 Queen-st., Cheapside ; G. Hunt, Woollen Draper, 382 382 Oxford- 
st. Sols. Adcock, Cambridge ; or Godden, 34 Old Jewry. 

Gray, Taomas, & Epmonp Gray, Plumbers, Portsmouth. Mar. 31. Trus- 
tee, J. Spencer, Innkeeper, Portsmouth. Creditors to execute before 
June 31. Sols. Hellard, Portsmouth ; or Price, Portsea. 

a. Joun, sen., & JouN Harper, jun., Tailors, Hartley, er aero 

land (John Harper & Son). April 5. Trustees, R. Bell, Grocer, J. 
Smith, Draper, both of Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Creditors to execute be- 
fore July 3. Sol. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

— Joan, jun., Grocer, Whitby, Northumberland. April 5. Jrus- 

R. Bell, Grocer, and J. Smith, Draper, both of Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Creditors to execute on or before July 3. Sol. Joel, Newcastle- 


upon- T yne. 

HEIgHineToN, HaRkieT ANNIE, Milliner, Ludlow. April 4. Trustee, W. 
M. Courtney, Linen & Wollen Draper, Ludlow. Creditors to execute on 
or before July 4. Sols. G. & R. Sateen, Ludlow. 

Hitt, Wit.tam, Farmer, Cr hi April 7. Trustees, J. 
Fritchley, Farmer, Hunter’s Hill, mene J. Hill, Farmer, Haxey, Lin- 
colnshire. Creditors to execute on or ‘before July 7. . Collinson, 





Epworth. > 
MEEK, JAPHETH, Hairdresser, Gt. Driffield, Yorkshire. April2. Trustee, 
J. Robinson, jun., Grocer, Gt. Driffield. Sol. Hodgson, Gt. Driffield. 
Newns, Henry, Upholsterer, Slough, Bucks. Mar. 14. Trustees, H. R. 
Ellington, Warehouseman, Watling-st.; J. Kitchen, Feather Merchant, 

City-rd. Sol. Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 

Roperts, Epwarp, Cabinet Maker, Water-st., ao Mar. 23. Trus- 
tees, C. A. Hill, Moreheat, 30 10 Milk-st., Bristol; J - Douglas, Timber Mer- 
chant, Docks, Lianell. Sol. Parry, Carmarthen. 

sp April 15, 1859. 

Barey, Georce Mutr, Seedsman, South Castle- st., Liverpool. Mar. 29. 
Trustee, E. Giles, Seed Merchant, Worcester. Sol. Liverpool. 

Forrs, Mary, ape bine agg 2 Yorkshire, and Sheffield (W. G. Foers & 
Co.) Mar.3 Trustees, an, Tailor, Rotherham ; 
Hoyland, poll fe bing Creditors to execute before June 30. 
Soi. Coward, Rotherham. 


FULLER, ROBERT Jonny, & WrLiiaAM Bewnetr, Te ae Mar..16, 
Trustees, W. White, jun., Warehousemman, Cheapside 
Warehonseman, Wood-st., Cheapside. Sol. — 6 Ee cad: Pn 

hs Tuomas, Gent., Haverfordwest. Mar. 22. James, 

Land Agent, Haverfordwest; R. Rees, Gent., Havocbordest. Sols, 
Phillips, Haverfordwest; or Davies, Haverfordwest. 

Kine, Wittiam, & Joun Kino, Manchester. April 1. Zrustees, F. Per- 
cival, Silk Merchant, Manchester ; F. Briddon, Yarn Agent, Manchester, 
Sot. Harding, 73 Princes-st. 

Mircnett, Henry James, Tailor, Portsmouth. April 6. syenans, Cc. B, 
Smith, Auctioneer, Portsea, and Wickham, Hants. to execute 
on or before July 6. Sol. Paffard, Portsea. 

Muttoy, Micnagt, Draper, Ardara, Ireland. Mar. 30. Trustees, W. But- 
terfield, agree lanchester; M. Bottomley, jun., Manufacturer, 
Bradford. Sols. Seddon, Manchester ; or Wade, Bradford. 

REDMOND, JaMEs, Haberdasher, Scotland-rd., Liverpool. a. 16. Trus- 
tee, P. G. Doyle, Bookkeeper, Liverpool. Sol. Reynolds, 15 Clarence-st., 


Liverpool. 
Tyrer, Josepa, & Revsen Tyrer, Provender Dealers, Liverpool. 
Trustees, E. Roberts, Accountant, 65 Pembroke-pl., eee a 
bett, Accountant, 23 St. James-ter., Liverpool. 
egg Sol. Teebay, Liverpool. 
Mg N, Druggist, Watchet, Somersetshire. fa ¢ _— 
W. Taylor, Yeoman, East Quantoxhead, Somersetshire; R. 


. Nis- 
to execute 





Butcher, Wilton. Creditors to execute before June 4. Bok, White, 
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Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
’ Turspay, April 12, 1859. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Garenway, GeorcE SoLttvan, 8 Duke-st., St. Jamnes’s (who died in or 
about the month of Mar., 1857). Greenway v. Greenway & others, V. C. 


Stuart. April 27. 
Fray, April 15, 1859. 
Apams, Taomas, Plumber, Great Malvern (who died in or about the month 
of July, 1853). Adams v. Adams & others, V. C. Stuart. May 7. 
N, ExizaABera Kennepy, Widow, 12 Kensington-gardens, Hyde- 
oan ‘died in aalies the month of July, 1858). Bristow v. Skirrow 
others, M. R. May 6. 
GMindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
TuespaY, April 12, 1859. 
NationaL Autrance Assurance Company.—V. C. Wood orders that this 
Company be wound up from Mar. 25. 
NEWCASLLE-UPON-TrNE Manine Insurance Company.—The Master of the 
Rolls orders a Call of £3 per share on all the Contributories, on or before 
William Official 


April 28, payable to Mr. Henry McCreight, Manager, 
3 South-sq., Gray’s-inn. , 


LimiTeD, 1x BANKRUPTCY 
Brrrish AND ForEIGn SMELTING Toemeane (Loutep).— Mr. Commissione: 
Fane will, on May 3, at 11, at Basinghall-st., make a Call ‘on all the Con- 


EvRorsan AND AMERICAN Sream Surrpine Company (LimtTED).—Mar. 22; 


for winding up. 
Famay, April 15, 1859. 

Home Counties anp General Lire Assurances Company.—V. C. Kin- 
dersly orders a Call of £1 on each £1 share, and £2 on each £2 share, 
where £1 only has been paid, be made >: the Contributories, on or 
oe eee Manager, 5 Serle-st., 

n’s inn. 

Nationa, Autiance Assurance Company (REGISTERED).—Proof of debts 

before V. hes Wood, at his Chambers. April 27, at 1; to appoint Official 


Limirep, in BANKRUPTCY. 
West Ham Distitteny Company (LimiTep).—May 6, at 1.30; Basing- 
hall-st.; proof of debts. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 


ToespayY, April 12, 1859. 
Caristison, Davip Smazrt, —— Drumlithie. April 16, at 2; Mill- 
inn, Stonehaven. Seg. April 
Macketiar, Matraew Ropcer,  Drysalter, April 18, at 12; Faculty-hall, 
St. George’s-Dl., — Seq. April 5 
Tennant, WitLiaAM Gray, & Ricuarp Dick, Commission Agents, Leith 
Pgs me & pam) April 19, at 2; Crown-hotel, Princes-st., Edinburgh. 


Seq. April 
FrivaY, April 15, 1859. 

Curistie, ALEXANDER, deceased. Coal & Iron Master, late of Lammerlaw, 
Fife (Alexander Christie & Co.) April 23, at 12; Dowells & Lyon’s- 
rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. April 12. 

Hay, ALEXANDER, Boot & Shoe Maker, 112 Argyli-st.,Glasgow (Kennedy 
yorahy April 22, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. 

M'Lacatay, Joun, Ironmonger, Stirling, presently an inmate of Gartnaval 
Asylum, Glasgow. April 19, at 12; Campbell's Golden . Lion-hotel, 

Stirling. Seg. April 11. 

Wricnt, Joun, Grocer, formerly of Hanley, Staffordshire, now of Bell- 
grove-st., Glasgow (Wright Brothers). April 19, at 12; Faculty-hall, 
St. George’ 'spl., Glasgow. Seg. April 11. 








TEETH. 


NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES; composed of substances better suited, che- 
mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring accuracy, 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any description. From the flexibility 
of the agent employed pressure is entirely obviated, stumps are rendered 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Messrs. L, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 

33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street. tation gratis. 

“ Messrs. Gabriel's improvements are truly important, and will repay a 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
order relating thereto.”—‘ Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 





Just Published, price 10s. 6d., crown 8vo. 
HAND-BOOK OF RAILWAY LAW: con- 
taining the PUBLIC GENERAL RAILWAY ACTS from 1838 to 

1858, inclusive, and STATUTES connected therewith. By ARTHUR 
MOORE, Esq., Secretary of the Dublin and Wicklow and Kingston Rail- 
bee $; Author of “ Compendium of Irish Poor Law,” &c. 

This is the title of an admirable work by Mr. Arthur Moore, of the 
Dublin and Wicklow Railway, in which the vast body of dispersed and 
inconsecutive railway legisla ‘on is brought together in appreciable shape 
and form. Goes far to supply what has long been felt as a want, alike by 
solicitors, managers, and all others interested in railway guidance or 
management. ”—** Railway Times,” December 25. 

“This is a valuable work. It contains all the ‘General Acts relating to 
Railways, excellently arra' 
in which we find a good history of Railways. Railway directors, officers. 
and shareholders, as well as Ap vamucet a will find this work of assist- 
ance A Ly gota ~{ He: my ” December 25. 

Eondon : Surrn & Sow, 186, Serand, a 7 Lower Sackville-street, 
Dublin; Brapsitiw & Buacxzock, Manc 


and indexed, and an Introductory Chapter, }* 





ICTORIA AND LEGAL AND CoeeE TAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 18, 
The business of the Company embraces every desc 
with Life Assurance. Credit allowed of one-third of the Premiums till 
death, or half the Premiums for five years, on Policies taken out for the 
whole of life. Residence in most of the Colonies po ba ar payment 
of any extra Premium, and the rates for the East and West Indies are 
peculiarly favourable for Assurers. Endowment Assurances are granted 
payable at 60, 65, or any other age, or at death, should that happen previ- 
ously. Four-fifths or 80 per cent. of the entire Profits are appropriated to 
Assurers on the Profit Scale. 
Advances in connection with Life Assurance are made on advantageous 
terms, either on real or personal security. 
WILLIAM RATRAY, Actuary. 


EQUITY AND LAW 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FOR 
ASSURING THE LIVES OF PERSONS IN EVERY PROFESSION 
AND STATION, WHEREVER RESIDENT. 


OFFICE :~No. 26, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
EsTABLISHED 1844. 


Socenaeena 


TRUSTEES. 
THE RIGHT HON. LORD CRANWORTH. 
THE oy Xd HON. LORD be Eg 
THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD CHIEF BARON. 
THE ‘toa ge SIR J. T. COLERIDGE. 
pe JUSTICE 


U WILLIAM SENI ESQ. 
CHARLES ‘Fontox COOPER, ESQ., 'nt.” » UL.D., F.R.S. 
i ee osm 


Cuataqan,—NASSAU 1 W, SENIOR, 








Deputy Caainmman,—GEORGE LAKE RUSSE: ESQ. 
J. E. Armstrong, Esq. N. Hi Esq. 

J. P. Broughton, Esq T. Glover Kensit, Esq. 
John M. Clabon, Esq. John H. Koe, Esq., Q.C. 
Mr. Serjeant Clarke. John Lucas, Esq. 

Anthony Cleasby, Esq. Charles Hi Moore, Esq. 
John Ellis Clowes, Esq. mneet F. Esq. 
Geo, A. Crawley, Esq. Geo. W. K. Potter, Esq. 
Chas. J. Dimond, W. B.S. Pare wage Esq. 
Sir F. Dwarris, FRS. yw F a 
John, Wm. Hawkins, Esq. H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Wm, Ed, , Esq. Smith, 
AUDITORS. 
John Boodle, Esq. Robert J. Phillimore, D.C.L., QC. 
Alex. Edgell, Esq. , Eric Rudd, Esq. 
SOLICITORS. 


Messrs. Rooper, Birch, Ingram, & Whately, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
MEDICAL OFFICER. 
W. O. Markham, M.D., 33, Clarges-street. 


ACTUARY AND SECRETARY. 
ARTHUR H. BAILEY, ESQ. 


Parties assuring within Six Months of their last birthday are allowed a 
proportionate diminution in the Premium, 

The Assurances in force amount to £1,300,000; the Annual Income is 
upwards of £50,000; and the Invested Funds exceed 

Copies of the last Report, tuses, and every information, may be 





Prospec 
had upon written or personal application to the 





LONDON AND PROVINCIAL | 
LAW ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


21, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E. C. 
CAPITAL, ONE MILLION. 


Gsoroe M. Burt, Esq., Q.0.,¢ Chairman. ‘ 
H. 8. Law, Esq., Bush-lane, London, Deputy-Chairman, 


BONUS, 
yeeenans of the Profits divided amongst the Assured every Five 


Persons insured two years, dying before the Division, share in Profits. 


The Bonus has averaged very nearly per cent, annum on the 
sum assured, ant 8 par cont. on the trabeae wah ‘— 


Bonvars DechaRED UPOw POLICIES WHICH MAD Bien iil pened 10 Yue 








upon 3lst December, 1855. 
Bonus added Per cent. 
py oti Sum Assured. me to Sum on the Pre- 
Assured, mium paid. 
£ &s 4 £ , 
25 1000 226 13 4 149 65.7 
30 1000 253 18 4 153 60.5 
40 1000 328 15 0 F 170 51.7 
50 1000 452 10 0 191 44.6 
55 1000 547 — 1 OB 210 38.4 
60 1000 681 13 4 ; 247 36.2 

















The NEXT ‘aaa OF PROFITS will te made up to 3ist of 
DECEMBER, 1860. 

Prospectuses and all further information may be had at the Office. 
ARCHIBALD DAY, Actuary and Secretary. 








‘> numbers are now 
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Susscrisers’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
TERMS:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, IN sEPt- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s.'6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
FoR 36:sTAMPS. READING GASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

Tue Sonicitors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER is published every 
morning in time for the early trains, and may be 
direct from the Office, or through any Bookseller or 

News Agent, on the day of publication. 

In answer to numerous applications from Subscribers desirous of 
making up their Sets of the WeEKLY Reporter, the Pub- 
lisher begs respectfully to announce, that the whole of’ the back 

i and that all the Volumes are on 
sale. The first four volumes can be supplied at a very reduced 
price. 

The Subscription to the Soticrtors’ JoURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER, és 21. 12s. per annum, and for the JOURNAL 
witHout Reports Il. 14s. 8d., which includes all Supple- 
ments, Title, Index, gc. Gc. Post Office Orders crossed 
“¢ Co.,” should be made payable to W1tL1AM Draper, 59, 
Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the BRANCH MONEY-ORDER 
Orrice, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 
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CONCENTRATION OF COURTS. 


The Government has issued a Commission, to inquire 
into the expediency of concentrating our superior courts 
of justice under one roof, and into the best means of 
effecting that object. Several of the Commission are 
eminent and trustworthy men; and we rejoice to see 
that the President of the Incorporated Law Society is 
among the number. Good must inevitably result from 
an i ial and authoritative inquiry in this matter, 
and we have only to add our hope that the Commissioners 
will be fully placed in possession of all the facts of the 
case, when no doubt can be entertained of the decision 
at which they will arrive. 





THE CRIMINAL LAW BILLS. 


In the-Queen’s Speech which opened the proceedings 
of the session now brought to a premature conclusion, 
the following passage occurred :— 

Your labours have, in recent sessions, been usefully directed 
to various measures of legal and social improvement. In the 
belief that further measures of a similar character may be 
wisely and beneficially introduced, I have desired that Bills 
may be submitted to you without delay for assimilating and 
amending the laws relating to bankruptcy and insolvency; 
fe re Nees ae one ei of ates, © a classified form, 
and with such modifications as experience will suggest to you, the 
laws relating to crimes and offences in England and Ireland ; for 

the owners of land in England to obtain for themselves 
title to their estates and interests, and for regis- 
tering such titles with simplicity aud security. 

Ministers no doubt redeemed the promise which they 
thus put into the mouth of their Sovereign, so far as 
the first and third of the subjects alluded to; 

we were unable to concur in the pro- 


isi the pelieg._sither of the Landed Estates 
or the Debtor and itor Bills, it must be con- 


fir o these measures were a in ata 
i and that ample time was 

stihed the thane pooper’ ; 

cellor and the 


discussion. ‘The Lord Chan- 

itor-General are, therefore, entitled 

to an acquittance from any of neglect of their 
pledges, whatever may be thought of the icular 
schemes in which their views were embodied. ‘The third 
of the law reforms promised by Government, alluded to 
in that of the speech whi 
o, 121 


i 


fF 





italics, was entrusted to the A -General, and it 
would have been well if that learn - had 
A set. 


shown the same promptitude as his co 

of —— which were cress forth as ‘co r and 
simplifying the whole criminal statute law 0 

and Ireland, were promised us by Royalty iteclf and 
that “without delay,” of course to be considered 
revised, and, if possible, passed into law, in’ the 


BE 


F 


session of Parliament. Nay, unless our greatly 
deceives us, more than one of the ministers ‘at 
the commencement of the session to these Bills as 


a valid excuse for the postponement of the Reform Bill, 
and as aproof of the practical legislation likely to result 
from their tenure of office. But week after week the House 
sat on, and the Attorney-General made no sign. We beg 
his on for the expression—he did make asign. Day by 
day his luckless Bills appeared on the notice paper, but for 
some good reason never came on for consideration. The 
other members of Government were ready at their posts, 
and, to do them justice, showered down measures with a 
rare zeal. Private members, _ with only two days 
in the week at their disposal, found time and ity 
to make their statements and introduce ‘their Bills. 
Why was Sir Fitzroy Kelly the only laggard in’ the 
race ?—-why was a member of the Government 

on the subject, the only man who could not find room 
for legislation ? 

We put this matter strongly, because we conceive it 
to be one of grave importance. The revision of the 
statute-book has now been prominently before the public 
for some — Much money has been spent, and many 
speeches have been made in its behalf, yet the result at 

resent is inappreciable. Sir Fitzroy Kelly has been 

ee among Pm advocates for encores but 
w we ae the power to carry out his elaborate 
plans, he has failed signally. What hope is there for 
the work when its proclaimed: leaders shrink from the 
fulfilment of their promises ? 

Of the Bills themselves we shall say ing on a 
future occasion. They seem to us neither consistent 
with each other, nor wisely framed in details; and it is 
melancholy to see how little has been effected, after 
years of preparation, for a consolidation, at’ once prac- 
tical and comprehensive, of any portion of our multi- 
farious Statute-book. 


oS 
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EDUCATION OF SOLICITORS.—EXAMINATIONS 
PENDING ARTICLES. 

Would the interest of professional learning ‘be best 
served—first, as pro by the Incorporated Law 
Society — by a i examination before arti- 
cles (which at the university would be called a “ little 
go”), and then by a further examination (or “ great go”) 
at the end of the five years, and with no inquiry a ah 
ever as to the,student’s intermediate pursuits ; or, second, 





‘as the local law societies propose, by encouraging, if not 
termediate 


requiring, one or more ‘ moderations,” or in 
examinations during the five years’ curriculum ? 
There can be no doubt that the problem is a general 
one, determinable by the qualities of human nature, and 
not a special one, different for law-and for other 
branches of knowledge. The Examiners of the Incor- 
porated Law Society are officers for the public ; and the 
rules, they make, and the practice th w, should be 
influenced by the experience of all other bodies similarly 
situated. With ev respect for our rulers, we can- 
not but think they have not looked outside their own 


~ 


so universally approved by the local law societies. Weare 
willing to admit that our profession is eminently a conser- 
— one, a os the : le srr gh our Tage ow f 
egislation is ouse of Peers of our body. We admit, 
further, that our profession may well be behind: other 
professions in the adoption of new principles; into. jts 
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a 
Tarp Lam education; but we do still is indehted to Lori Brougham, 
Law ny should have looked fit to e public, that on the mo ay 
at should have first | solicitors, and is the cause of but it nok 
At - a, the system of local courts ai rt. ie 


hich they were established has become a national 
institation, and the non-legal public, whether wisely or 


in the English Universities. A po 
“Commons” of the profession, eee 
ia the different law societies, the 


a Th 
subject, some two years ago; 
poral the seok Pines il cordially acquiesced 
advocated in our columns; and it is 
uction of the proposed Bill it is dis- 
Upper House has recanted. It is 
this recantation is contemporaneous with 
some of the “dons” at Oxford to return to 
system in this matter—an effort likely, we are 


see, to prove an abortive one 
last number of the Saturday Ranien {page 462), 
Oxford 
ion Statutes,” very interesting to any of our 
ney 
see ving b 











degree” of ‘‘ gentleman Ey. act ~" pancusaete a 
it can be made; a mark of long training 
undergone, and a fair amount of oanloet 

as well as professional, having been obtained. 
we would refer our readers. The at 
a haye been the introduction of new or alternative 
‘branches of knowledge, as allowed parts of the curricu- 
‘me and 2nd, “It has,” we quote the Saturday Review, 
made iti 


be found an article on the subject of “ 
ye care to see shot 20) te dane to mane she 


to 4 ge all but a few months of 

career, b an examination 
ween the | little-go an the great-go.” 

Bape pencten at Oxford seems to be con- 


universi 
uote the rig tatpe Bn Review) “that 
Cambridge; not by 


yee et @ superior 


Sea but . lowering the price, which, in the 
meager of time and labour, must be paid for a . 


wee} 


“ The cd a ly made have yo 
in the right aren, ve ay appreciated by the 
public. The the old final - I, with their 


an iaeimet of ‘scholar- 
pg a and science’ [lege for us common law, 
chancery, and conveyancing] “so imposing to the 
imagination, is finally broken. People are learning to 
respect university distinctions as marks of definite 
attainmen 

The effect of our present system in making it “ possi 
ble to waste all but a few ch saree of the five wis, is 
@ matter we shall be glad to speak further on; and we 
invite old students who have passed te communi- 
@ate their experience on the point. 

We referred, in our last week's impression, to the 
efforts by those who have gained honours on 
examination, to have some permanent mark attached to 
their names. They must take care that they do not 
View this matter too much as a matter of a personal 
aa vested in themselves. There can be no such right. 

titles of honour must, in the nature of things, flow 
the ‘body at large, and be given tpn Mend in _ 
8 of the body at large, and Poor 
ing to educational results in that wo goad 
Di 1 education comes to be looked on and treated 

University education, as it is in America, 

erms = its titles of honour wiill follow as of 
rulers, if they are wise, will have before 
bod constant polic , the care ful assimilation 
the whole’ of our educational curriculvim to that of a 
; and to gain their cibject, our stu- 
| honours should attempt first to bring about 











this general result. 


LOCAL EQUITY JURISDIC TION. 





ol 


not, tends to seek for the tienen ‘of the jurisdiction 
of the county courts. 

We cannot ignore the existence of this and 
it is as politic as wise that the profession con- 


sider the projects to which the tendency gives Tise. 
Now, it has become a v uent why, 
since county courts decide dalvieciee tes el baker 
and his customer so well, the same judges game 
courts should not administer justice in matters of purely 
uitable jurisdiction. The question ‘caeranes 1 so wel 
within it its own answer, that the jud ro 
decides the legal dispute will give simil; 
in determining the equitable rights. 

Lawyers, however, at least hesitate po adopt - 
so ea a conclusion. Mr. Smale bey to 
this question in a paper which he read re the last 
annual meeting of the National Association for the Pro- 
motion of Social Science, at Liverpool, in which he 
endeavoured, at some length, and with some success, to 
show that, as at present constituted, the —— courts 
are unfit tribunals for the decision of equitable questions, 
and the administration of equitable interests. Pao\paper 
which he read has appeared in the Transactions of the 
Society ; and, considering the i nce of the sub- 
ject, yd have been induced, on the suggestion of friends 
in whose judgment we have confidence, to reprint the 
paper at length in our present number, 

The objects of the writer are :— 

Ps bet <— that, from the peg 
of most of the count 
would not be satisfactoriby y abutienation Sy 
that county courts have not, at present, sacl Latelidery 
as would work out the proper results of equitable suits. 
oun Ee Pp - oF or ehould Be hancery ‘Court of ‘the 
unty Palatine o ncaster 8 ae dt 
e vd ntal local eauity court, in which, a 
the problem whether such a jurisdiction js 
and beneficial may be best solved. 
Srdly. He asserts that, if the judicial and quasi- 


judicial strength, in the shape of rs, commis- 
sioners, rset ise the Page court j and 
various other ctionaries, were 
and efficiently and full a pa ay and ma ie a very few 
additional so Bt cers were appointed, the : ga 
able as well as the legal ability necewassy to 
effectual local equitable jurisdiction to the oy ° 
well as a merely legal jurisdiction, would be 
with very little addition to the expense of the j 
establishment of the country. 

We do not agree with Mr..Smale in all his obger- 


br ma indeed, we differ from him on 
points, but it is certain that i peek 


ror up by the non-1] of the 
it is, thereft _ obvi viol te i 
to consider and 


terest hed the : 
pa fully and fairly 
pout 





disenss the — = egal 
opens. cdtlendedn 
of view, and we therefore : 
may induce a full discussion 


fo heats, aga * 
the subject. 


~. 


THe Mayor’s OaTH TO THE. UNIVERSITY.OF | 
—Through the kind interference of the member for the.» 
basi crigh sa Gladstone) and the member for the sity | Ui 
well), there is a fair prospect of this y: question bein; 
tled in an amicable manner, after m g til 
between the two bodies. We un ne 
tis mee BS. be asked coe be in- 
serted in a public relieving from: 
eheneing te ae eee 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
The Thellusson Case.—April 16. 
Their Lordships sat this morning to receive the opinion of 
the judges te upon ae question ot law pal asf ~ yore 
above case. ap was from the 

iy Ball decided that the respondent, Baron Rendlesham, 
f to the Sescripsca of the “eldest male lineal descend- 
he tat ie pte was therefore entitled to one moiety of 
t e left Hh Rex, aire Peter-Thellusson; and that the 
F , Was entitled to the other 
hae ee 2 Sagi nt ineal descendant ” of Charles. 


was oe submitted for the opinion 
the ‘ius MP ese ae aides’ wale tinch te. 
meant 8 caee descendant” in point $f 

, OF wether, th eden denomne ant hy. poet, of age. 
perty would go to the son o; Fs 
ner wos to the uncle of the son. thet 

; six of them were in favout of e 

niainely-—that the* eldest male lineal descendant” 

male Lewrvagguaam in point of line; and two were 

intr eontrctin nae gg oe —that it meant the eldest 

3 descendant in he opinion of the majority 

the judges is in aks the decision of the Master of the 

Rolls. Their Lordships reserved their judgment upon the 
whole case. 

In consequence of this announcement the following amusing 
letter, aimed at’ the arguments that have been lately used in 
favour of requiring unanimity from juries, appeared a few days 
since rate the Times :— 


aa tae Fe ent boats Sate fa a 
fie great Thellusson will pace, feos Se ietdes 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lonps Justices of APPEAL.) 
In re Hunt, a Solicitor.—Thorndike v. nat and Browne v. 
Butter —April 16. 


The appeal in the above-mentioned ian heard by the 
Lords Justices on the 3ist of January last, when they over- 
ruled a decision of the Master of the Rolls, and after some time 
ordered Mr. Warwick Augustus Hunt, the elder, a solicitor of 
the Court, to show cause oi upon the matters appearing upon 
the petition under he should not be struck off the roll 

urt. The matter was now placed in the 
paper, but no counsel appeared to show cause. The circum- 
stances out of ‘ich thi tanker’ rene GD be best understood 


Hunt, = was:a trustee under the 
auger te ih which certain stock was 
We with remainder to 

Mr. Warwick A 





will of Mrs. Linzee, to 

was resented in both suits 

praying that the £3,253 

Thorndike v. Hunt to the Tle suit, and ivide 
already paid to Mrs. Thorndike might be repaid; and the 
Master of the Rolls made an order in 

petition, and from that order the plaintiffs in 

appealed, and the Lords Justices reversed that 

Sist of last January, at the same time ordering, as 

that Mr. Warwick Augustus Hunt, sen. tans by 1881, 

ried one of the children of Mrs. Linzee), should 

why he should not be struck off the roll, in consequence of the 
part he had taken in the matter. 

Mr. Taylor now ap; Mee to tie Somes ot oats ae 
lute for striking Mr. Hunt off the roll, he 
with the order of their Lordships on the 14th 
we Sates Sak Yet PY any counsel appear on be 
of Mr. Hun 

Lord roel nT Bruce.—I ‘lind that this gentleman 
had better not upon the roll. 

Lord Justice THRNER concussed, and the order was made 
absolute. 

COURT OF QUEEN'S BEN€H. 
Re J. 5, Robing; an Attorney —April 15. 

Mr. Kinepon said, he ehh to show cause a 
rule obtained by Re Garth, which —_* strike an 
off the rolls, for appropriating to his use the sum 
given to him by a lady to pay 
admitted the charge, and stated that he had 
with his own money, and, being in di i 
it to his own use, relying uj 
of debts, which turned out 
already severely punished for his offence, for he 
vieted, and sentenced to six months’ imprisonment, 
which time he had been suspended 
therefore, threw himself on the mercy of 
the Court would think the punishment he 
was sufficient. 

After conferring with the other judges, 

Lord CAMPBELL said, this was @ yery pi 
attorney had greatly misconducted A 
most lamentably; but the only question for the Court 
whether, after so misconducting himself, o— 
greatly, he ought to remain on the roll ‘of the attorneys of this 
Court. He (Lord Campbell) thought he ought not. . M 
ought to be shown to the suitors, and, after had b 
the attorney was not fit to remain an r of the Cou 
Queen’s Bench. 

The other judges concurred. 

Rule absolute to strike the name off the roll: 


In re Greer —April 16. 
Mr. Lash, Q.C., moved that the service of the 

was an attorney’s articled clerk, should be 
culated from the execution of the articles. Lag ran 
cles had been executed on the 17th of October, 1854, ie 
stamped paper; but there was no eee Se 
unstamped articles. The deed having been put away 
with other deeds, it could not be found when searched pha 
in consequence, in May, 1856, the applicant entered into fresh 
articles, which att duly stamped. original 
afterwards found. A aot rear bards a abe 
ary, and leave was to have the 
on cancelling the second articles. That in Jb 
but would be so if the Court should grant 
tion. The learned counsel cited ie Lewis Hand ssa pt 


The Court granted the application. 


it 


a 


ii 


sum of £100, with six months’ interest. 


trusted to the to t 
ee oe eee 


Lord CampsBett said, the learned counsel 

His Lordship then referred to the casé in bat coat wt dealied 

Mace A in which an boty he polio bese rock a8 off the 

for applying trust money to his dwn use, and made str 

oberon pon nat thee net of of atiraays ch 
pretences wh they made to cover their ; 


I aces 


Pee Le, < 
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COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
Shedden and Shedden v. The Attorney-General and Patrick. 
April 14. 

The petitioners in this case, Mr. W. P. R. Shedden, and his 
daughter, Miss Arabella J. R. Shedden, prayed for a declaration, 
under'the Legitimacy Declaration Act of last session, that the 
male peti 8 father, William Shedden, was lawfully married 


, granddaug! 
marriage. An order had been made by the full Court that the 
eg Paging the heir-at-law and next of kin of 
iam Shedden, if the petitioners’ illegitimacy was established, 
should be cited to answer this petition. 

Dr. Deane, Q.C., for Mr. Robert Patrick and Mr. William 
ick, who had been cited according to that order, now 
for an order to stay proceedings until the petitioner had 
id the costs of the former proceedings in which he had been 
unsuccessful. It appeared from the affidavits read by the 
learned counsel that litigation had been going on for the last 
sixty years upon the same question as he contended, which was 
by the present petitioner. In February, 1854, ‘the case 
by appeal from the Court of Session in Scotland before 
of Lords, and after a hearing which occupied twenty- 
s, their Lordships dismissed the present petitioner’s 
with costs. The costs of Mr. Robert Patrick had been 
£1,061, and those of Mr. William Patrick at £268, 
i itioner. It had come to 


iy 


E 


pe 


& 


H 


Queen's Prison. They then lodged detainers against him for 
the amount of the costs, and he was still in prison. 

Sir C. Cresswe1uu Was not surprised that the respondents 
had made this application, but was of opinion that he had no 
authority to grant it. The Act conferred upon the Queen’s 
subjects a new privilege unfettered by any restriction respect- 

any former proceedings, and in the absence of an express 
ce ang naa heat dacamenaa: si make the order 


Dr. Phillimore,{Q.C., with whom was Mr, J. A. Stephens, 
Se een Seng ae fe costs. of the present motion; 


His Lorpgutr refused to grant them. 


& 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
Andrews v. Garrett.—April 15. 

This was an action for goods and clothes supplied to the 
defendant’s son, and also on an agreement of the defendant to 
pay @ moiety of the debt. The action was tried before the 
Lord Chief Justice in London, when his Lordship directed a 
nonsuit, reserving leave to the plaintiff to move to set aside the 
nonsuit 


Mr. J. J. Powell now moved eer sare. 
It appeared that the defendant, who is a gentleman residing 
‘Aldborough, in Suffolk, in 1856 had a son at Addiscombe 
. The plaintiff, who is a tailor, &., residing in the 
supplied his son with clothes on the order of 
and allowed him credit to the extent of 691. 10s. ‘The 
ied were plain clothes, and were supplied without 
cadets 2 college are prohi- 
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clothes ‘supplied were not necessaries. It was Very’ sad’ that 
credit should have been given to a lad of this age, who was at 
school. The agreement of the defendant to pay a moiety was 
on a condition, to which the plaintiff had not conformed, and 
he therefore thought the nonsuit right. 

The other learned judges entirely concurred.—Rule refused. 


Hemming v. Hale and another. 

This was an action tried before Mr. Justice Crowder at the 
sittings in London, when a verdict was found for the defendant. 

Mr. Griffits now moved for a rule to set aside the verdict and 
for a new trial on the ground of misdirection. The action was 
brought against the sheriff of London for an escape. The 
plaintiff employed an attorney named Robertson to sue his 
debtor, and having obtained judgment against him, the attorney 
did not like to issue a ca. sa. in his own name, but employed 
another attorney, named Winter, to issue the ca.sa. The 
debtor was taken into custody. The amount due was £20, and 
this sum the debtor paid to the officer, and between the officer 
and the plaintiff it had to pass through various hands, one of 
whom decamped with the money; and the question was, whether 
the sheriff was liable. The learned counsel, relying in the case 
of Connop v. Challis, and Wood v. Fellis (7 Exch.), contended 
that the attorney employed had no right to receive the money; 
he was merely a special agent to issue the ca. sa., and in dis- 
charging the debtor on his payment of the money to the hand 
which had no authority to receive it, the sheriff was liable. 

Rule nisi granted. 

COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
Tue DissoLuTion AND CouNSsEL.—April 20. 

The ArroRNEY-GENERAL said, he had to apply to their 
Lordships, with the consent of the learned counsel on 
the other side, that several cases in which he was 
should be allowed to stand over, and alleging as a reason that 
probably for the next four’weeks counsel would necessarily be 
absent from town. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron said, a general election at this 
period of the year was an unusual circumstance. It usually 
took place during the long vacation, and he had no doubt the 
Court would readily afford every facility to learned counsel 
engaged in elections. 

Mr. Baron Martrn said, the elections would be over before 
the end of term. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said they would, but it would 
only leave them two or three days. 

Mr. Baron Martin.—The last day of term is the 12th of 





The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, he was afraid many of them 
would be engaged up to the 9th or 10th of May. 

Mr. Baron Martin said, that might be in Ireland, but not in 
England. 

he ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, it was a long time since his 
Lordship was engaged in election matters. There was first the 
proclamation, then the nomination, and then the polling. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron.—And then the long speeches, 

Mr. Baron Marain.—And after that a flight. 

The application was granted. 

INSOLVENT DEBTORS COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner MURPHY.) 
In re Francis Blake-—April 16. 

The insolvent had been an attorney in respectable practice 
for thirty years, in King’s-road, Bedford-row, and John-street, 
Bedford-row, and was opposed by two creditors, Mr. William 
Beevers and Mr. Atkinson. His debts were £26,776, and he 
admitted that there was little or nothing for the creditors. The 
opposition of Mr. Beevers was on the ground of the insolvent 
having taken £1,000 from him and given him a mortgage upon 
an estate in Ireland, which turned out to be useless, and the 
ition of Mr. Atkinson was upon the fact that the insolvent 
was at one time London t for his brother, Mr. Row- 


£1,200 and £1,300 of the trust funds which Mr, Atkinson was 
x eplace, but he had succeeded in recovering, from 
insolvent’s son, about £400, "= * 
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The insolvent stated that the property at Matlock was most 
valuable, ‘and he fully believed would have been ample security 
for Mr. Atkinson’s ; but when sold it had been sacri- 
ficed, the prior mortgagees only caring to obtain sufficient to 
pay off their own debts. Upon getting back the joint bond 
from Mr Atkinson, he handed it to Mr. Playford, to whom he 
also gave his furniture and carriage, on account of a debt due 
tohim. Since 1856 he had been out of business, and had 
resided with various members of his family, who had supported 
him. 

are counsel having addressed the Court for their 

ts, 

. Commissioner MurPHy gave judgment. He said, the 
case was too clear to admit of the least doubt. With respect 
to Mr. Beevers’ case, he thought that in the beginning that was 
& perfectly fair transaction, and nothing wrong could be im- 
puted to the insolvent until the receipt of the £1,600 by him 
from the Incumbered Estates Court, when, instead of paying 
Mr. Beevers his £1,000, he spent it for his own purposes, and 
left. the ing creditor in ignorance of the fact that his 
mortgage had become a worthless parchment. Mr. Atkin- 
son was also a great loser by the insolvent’s conduct, both in 
the original transaction of the loans, and the subsequent trustee- 
ship which he had persuaded the creditor to assume. The case 
was a most painful one; but duty and conscience required him 
to pronounce a serious judgment, not only as a punishment for 
the insolvent’s offences, but as a warning to others. The 
insolvent would be discharged after the lapse of two years from 
the date of the vesting order, for fraudulently contracting the 
debts of Mr. Beevers and Mr. Atkinson. 

‘Two years is the maximum of remand which this Court can 
pronounce in cases of fraud. 


BOW STREET. 

Mr. Richards, a solicitor, accompanied by Mr. Henry J. 
David, late of New York, attended before Mr. Hall, on the 
15th inst., and made the following application:—He reminded 
the Court that some time ago his client, Mr. David, was appre- 
hended, and detained in prison for seven weeks, upon a warrant, 
obtained under the Extradition Act, the operation of which in 
the present instance had been most cruel and oppressive. 
Mr. David was charged with forgery, alleged to have been 
committed in America, and after having been kept in custody 
from week to week, was ultimately discharged in consequence 
of the non-appearance of Mr. Keen, the prosecutor. There 
appeared to be no way of redress opened to his client; but it 
happened that while Mr. David was dining with a friend at a 
public tavern, on Sunday last, Mr. Keen entered the room 
casually, took a seat, and called for acigar. Mr. David, actuated 
by @ momentary impulse, rose to inflict personal chastisement 
upon his accuser, but was restrained by his companion; and Mr. 

een, on observing him, made some remark to the waiter 
about his being in great haste, having to leave London that 
night, and hurried out of the room. It had occurred to 
him (Mr, Richards) that it might be in the power of 
the Court to grant him some assistance in the effort to 
mgake Mr. Keen responsible for the conduct he had pursued 
towards Mr, David—responsible, at least, for the contempt 
of Court, of which he had been guilty. The solicitor then 
entered into a statement of some important details, and 
produced a number of Mr. David’s cheques, all endorsed by Mr. 
Keen himself, and subsequent to the date of the alleged for- 

+. These had been procured from Mr. David’s bankers at 

ia, and they amounted to upwards of £1,400; while 
he held title-deeds in his hand to show that his client possessed 
freehold property in New York city to the value of £35,000. 

The local “ Directory” for several years was exhibited, to 
show that there was only one H. J. David in New York up to 
1856, when he left America; and that in the next year’s 
“Directory” the name was omitted. A number of letters, 
addressed to “H. J, David, 13, Wall-street, New York,” were 
also put in. | 

Mr. Haut, after exariining the papers, said, the anxiety of 
Mr. Dayid to have the matter investigated was very natural, 

rad either to compel Mr. Keen to attend, or 

not ing. The statements of Mr, 

seemed to show that Mr. 
his own name, No one 


very startling, 
charged with f 
more surprised he (Mr. Hall) was at the 


case, after the repeated assurances given that 
present. A gentleman’s character might 
by. such ings, and the Extradition 

a 


oa ip; but it was not in the 
him any redress, 


Keen, would 





CHANCERY EVIDENCE. 


Mr. Forester Edwards, in a letter to Lord L on the 
mode of taking evidence in the Court of Chancery, makes out 
@ pretty strong case against each of the three classes of tes- 
timony in use there. Of the affidavit he says that “an un- 
scrupuions colouring of truth is too frequently its natural 
characteristic. There is not even the pretence that it discloses’ 
the whole truth as known to the witness. It ee 
to be a narrative of such parts of the truth as are % 
to the party using it.” For this latter fact the judge must be 
able to allow in giving weight to it, however, and it is none the 
worse for not professing to be more than it is; but he 
further holds that this species of testimony is unusually 
liable to give not the whole truth, but something 
more than the truth. The unwillingness of the Chancery 
Bench and Bar to resort to oral examinations before the judges 
he holds to be extremely natural in the present. undeveloped 
condition of their examining faculties, and also to be incurable 
unless by the suppression of written evidence. The system of 
examiners he justly characterises as tedious, expensive, and un- 
satisfactory. In fine, Mr. Edwards pledges himself, in the event 
of Lord Lyndhurst procuring a select committee to inquire inte 
the matter, “to render patent to such a committee the ab- 
surdities and atrocious evils of the existing mode of determining 
facts in the courts of equity.” In addition to the suppression of 
written evidence, the bill and answer being more than 
the simple case of plaintiff and defendant, to be proved by the 
evidence of the parties, Mr. Forester’s scheme proposes. to 
create four assistant-chancellors, or judges of fact, to hold cir- 
cuits twice a year, so as to bring equity to every man’s door. 
“ Above all,” he insists, “let the hearing of each cause, so far 
as possible, be continuous, whether in court or in chambers, and 
let us get rid of the absurd and mischievous patchwork mode 
especially adopted in chambers, the effect of which is, to'waste 
one half the time of chief clerks and solicitors in trying to 
understand what the other half is to be employed in doing.” 





CONCENTRATION OF COURTS COMMISSION. 

The Queen has been pleased to appoint the Right Honourable 
Sir John Taylor Coleridge, Kat. Sir William Page Wood, 
Knt.; the Right Honourable Sir George Cornewall Lewis, Bart. ; 
the Right Honourable William Samuel, Baron Wynford; Robert 
Phillimore, LL.D.; and John Young, Esq.; to be her Majesty's 
Commissioners to inquire into the expediency of 
together, into one place or neighbourhood, all the supérior 
courts of law and equity, the Probate and Divorce Courts, and 
the Court of Admiralty, and the various offices ing to 
the same, and into the means which. exist, or may be sup . 
for providing a site or sites, and for erecting suitable buildings, 
for carrying out this object. 


THE LAWS OF JERSEY COMMISSION. 

The Queen has also been pleased toappoint Sir John Wither 
Awdry, Knt., the Right Honourable William Reginald, Barl of 
Devon, and Richard Jebb, Esq., barrister-at-law, to be her 
Majesty’s Commissioners to inquire into and report on the Civil, 
Municipal, and Ecclesiastical Laws and Customs now in force 
in Jersey. 


MipDLEsEX SEsSsIONS-HOUSE.—At a meeting of the magis- 
tracy, held on the 14th inst., to consider the county business, a 
report was brought up from the committee on general on 
the alterations of the Sessions-house, A tender just. under 
£6,500 was accepted, and the works were to commence forth- 
with. The business of the clerk of the peace and the trea- 
surer's offices will be carried to No. 6, John-street, Bedford- 
row, in the meantime, and the sessions will. be held at 
Westininster. 

Granp Juries.—The following letter, referring to the de- 
bate in the House of Lords last week, when the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s Indictable Offences (Metropolitan) Bill was under dis- 
cussion, has been addressed to the Times:— 

Sir,—It is evident, from Lord 
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Hicu Bamirr or SotrHwarkK.— On Saturday last the 

; ‘or fixed the election of a gentleman to fill the 
of High Bailiff of Southwark for Thursday, the 5th of 
next, the Government having determined that the appoint- 
ment should be filled up by the Corporation; the party elected, 
however, not to be in 9 eye nape bay Lage epee 
ance, in the event of the office being abolished by the proposed 
Corporation Reform Bill. The salary (independently of fees, 
which will be of but trifling amount) is to be 100 guineas per 
annum, Mr. Gresham, one of the late common councilmen 
for the ward of Farringdon Without, is the only candidate at 
present in the field, The appointment is vested in the Common 


Hien Baier or THE Crry or WEsTMINSTER.—Mr. Henry 
Seott Turner, solicitor, 42, Jermyn-street, St. James’s, steward 
of the miatiors of Biggleswade and Elsworth, Cambridgeshire, 
has been appointed High Bailiff for the city and liberty of 
Westminster; in the room of the late Mr. Smedley. 

High Batiirr of THe Westminster Counry Court.— 
The of this court has appointed his son, Major John 
Afthur ae he was present at the siege of Delhi, and 
wounded in attack, to the office of High Bailiff to the 
County Court of Westminster. 

Witts—tThe will of W. Pritchard, Esq., of Doctors’ Com- 
mons, and formerly of 22, Kensington Park-gardens, but late 
of No. 5, the Ceders, Putney, High Bailiff of Southwark, was 
if a in the principal registry in London, on the 5th of April, 
Rage Anne Pritchard, widow, the relict and sole executrix. 

i@ personal property is sworn under £7,000. The will of 
Francis Smedley, Esq., of Grove Lodge, Regent’s Park, High 
_ Bailiff of Westminster, was F gy in the principal registry of 

London of the 24th of March, by Francis Sarah Smedley, 
widow, the rélict, and Francis Edward Smedley, Esq., the son. 
fa! personalty was sworn under £120,000.—Illustrated London 

ets. 

Hone Kone.—W. H. Adams, Esq., M.P., Recorder of Derby; 
has been appointed Attorney-General at Hong Kong. 

Honour or KnicutHoop.—The Queen has been pleased 
to grant the dignity of a Knight of the United Kingdom to 
Brenton Haliburton, Esq. (Sam Slick), Justice of Nova Scotia. 


” 
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Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 





_ ApMmusreation—Resipvary DevIseE aNnp SPECIFIC 
ATEE. 
Rotherham v. Rotherham, 7 W. R., M. R., 368. 

Tn this case the Master of the Rolls decided, following the 
authority of Dady v. Hartridge (6 W. R.368), (coram Kinders- 
ley, V.C.), that real estates comprised in a residuary devise 
are liable to payment of debts in priority to personal estate 
specifically bequeathed; and he directed a sale of the residuary 
real estate for that purpose. : 

Before the Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), all devises of real, 
although in terms residuary, were in reality specific; but the 
alteration in the law effected by that statute in making the 
will from the death of the testator as to real estate, 
and ing lapsed devises to fall into the residue, have 
rendered it probable that the Courts would hold that a residuary 
gift of realty was to be placed on the same footing, in admitting 
the assets, as a residuary gift of personalty; and as that has 
now been decided by both Kindersley, V. C., and the Master of 
the Rolls, the question may be considered as settled. (See 
“Seton on Devises,” 153.) 


Fives anp Recoveries Acr— Prorector — Margiep 
Woman, 
Keer v. Brown, 7 W. RB., V. C. W., 872. 

It is very seldom that any questions now arise on the con- 
struction of that well-considered and carefully drawn Act—the 
Fines and Recoveries Act. The present case arose ont of 
rather a subtle objection, taken by a purchaser, to a disentail- 
ing deed made under a settlement, which was executed before 
the passing of the Act. The estate was limited in 1805 to the 
use of 4 married woman for life, with remainder to the use of 
her children in tail; and the settlement contained a declaration 
that the life estate of the matried woman should be for: her 

arate use. In 1841, one of the children executed a disen- 

ing deed, in which the married woman joined as protector, 
and the question raised was, whether her consent as. protector 





was sufficient without the concurrence of het . husband, 
Act provides (s. 24) that where an estate is limited 
separate use of a married woman, she shall 

and the concurrence of her husband is not required. But 
there is a subsequent clause (the 81st), which enacts that where 
under any settlement made previously to the 
Act the person who, if the Act had not been 

have been the proper person to be made tenant to the 
prescipe for the purpose of suffering a common recovery, would 
be a bare trustee, he should still be the protector of the settle= 
ment. Now, it was acknowledged that, before the Act, the 
husband of a woman to whom a legal estate was given for her 
separate use, would have been the proper person to miake tenant 
to the praecipe, and it was obj that he was a bate trustee 
within the meaning of this section, and ought to have consented 
as protector. The question, in fact, was, whether the 24th 
section, appointing married woman protector of her own 
separate estate, was retrospective, and applied to settlements 
made upon the —_ of the Act; or whether it was merely 
prospective, and left the case of previously existing settlements 
to the operation of the 31st section. The Vice-C de- 
cided that the 24th section was retrospective, and that the case 
of a “bare trustee” referred to in the 31st section did not refer 
to a person filling the position of a husband, for the husband’s 
case had been previously provided for. 


Power oF SALE—DvuRarion. 
Taite v. Swinstead, 7 W. R., M. R., 378. 


In this case an important question arose as to the duration 
of a power of sale given to the trustees of a settlement. Cer- 
tain freehold estates were devised to trustees and their heirs 
upon trust as to two undivided fifths for two persons in fee; 
and as to the remaining three undivided fifths upon trust for 
certain persons for life, with remainder to their children in fee. 
And a power of sale was given to the trustees over the whole 
of the estates. As to two of the three settled fifths they had 
vested in the children in fee, and the trusts were there- 
fore exhausted; so that the trusts of the settlement 
only remained effective as to the sensing fifth part. Under 
these circumstances, the trustees sold the whole estate; and the 
question was, whether their power was still in existence. There 
is no doubt that, if the whole of the estate had been originally 
limited in fee, the power would have been bad in its inception; 
and, on the other hand, it is equally clear that, as soon as 
the shares had vested in fee, the; power would be ext 
But the Master of the Rolls held, that, as some part of 


FRE 


estate was in settlement, the power was good in its inception, 


and that the power lasted until the whole of the trusts were 
exhausted. His Honour said, “I think that the circumstance 
of two shares being given in fee did not prevent the testator 
giving a power over the whole estate; and the fact that two 
other shares have since vested in fee does not prevent thé power 
continuing as long as any trusts remain,” 
Vor MarriaGe—TESTAMENTARY APPOINTMENT. 
Southall v. Jones, 7 W. B., 381 (Court of Probate). 

This was a singular case, arising on the testamentary appoint- 
ment of a woman who had made an invalid marriage. The 
testatrix, in contemplation of marriage, executed a settlement, 
whereby a certain fund was settled upon trust, after the death 
of her husband, and on failure of issue, for such persons as shé 
should, by her will, notwithstanding her coverture, appoint. 
The marriage was solemnized, but was void in law, being with 
her deceased sister's husband. 

During the de facto coverture, she made a testamentary 
instrument reciting the settlement, and, in pursuance of the 
power theréin contained, appeinting the fund among cértain leg 
tees. After her death it was contended that the instrument, beit 
only intended as an execution of power in the settlement which 
was void, was also void. It was, however, decided by Sir C. 
Cresswell, that the gift might operate under her genétal testa- 
mentary power of disposition; and although it was executed 
under a mistake, still as it showed 4 manifest intention to bene- 
fit the legatees, effect ought to be a to it. He, therefore, 
directed the instrument to be admitted to probate. (See 
“ Sugden on Powers,” 6th ed. 443.) 
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Expe.iine a SHerir?.—aA constable at Rochester, a few 
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Idotes on Recent Cases at Common Law. 
(By Janes Sreraen, Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Tual’s Common Practice, ¢c., Fc.) 

8 & 9 Vicr. c. 109, ConstrucTION or—Stock TRANSAC- 
TIONS. 

Ashton v. Dakin, 7 W. R., Exch., 384, 

By a statute passed in the year 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c, 109) 
provisions were made to render the existing laws for the 
suppression of more effective, and among these 
was inserted a clause founded on previous enactments (9 Ann. 
c. M4, — ded by 5 & 6 Will. 4, o. sf gu hg raved gpa 
object of discouraging gambling, to the effect that con- 
tracts (whether by ge or in writing) “by way of gaming 
or wagering” should be null and void, and that no suit 
at law or in equity should be brought to recover from a share- 
holder dsadele cat & ager—-naken or rizes at lawful games 
being, gt? ae excepted from this prohibition. In the present 
case; & sought to take advantage of this provision 
der the following circumstances. He had employed the plain- 
tiff (who was a stockbroker) to purchase as a speculation cer- 
tain railway shares, arranging for.their being paid for at such 
a time as to allow of their being resold before the settling day 
on thé Stock Exchange, se as to profit or lose on them according 
pbs ig Tose or bs y in the Sy ge ; ae ane 9 
bought resold by plaintiff through the 
medium of his agent (another stockbroker). For this transac- 
tion such agent was by the custom of the Stock Exchange him- 
self responsible, but “bought and sold notes” were sent by 
him to the plaintiff, by whom they were handed over to the 
defendant. The t action was brought to recover 
brokerage for the above-mentioned purchases and sales from the 
defendant, by whom they were ordered; and this claim was 
resisted on the ground that it was a wagering transaction, and 
falling, consequently, within the above-mentioned statute, was 
a debt of honour merely. The Court of Exchequer, however, 
held, that this defence was as illegal as it was clearly dis- 
honourable. Had there been no stock actually purchased, it 
would have been different, but—said the Chief Baron—* I see 
no objection to a man saying to a broker, buy corn (or anything 
else) for me, and let the bargain be so as to the day of pay- 
ment, that you may have an tunity of reselling it for me 
by such and such a day, when Lex the market will have 
risen, and then you will pay the seller for me with the money 
you receive from the purchaser, and I shall receive the gain 
from you, if any, or pay you the loss. And if a man may do 
this himself, he may also do it through an agent. That is not 

gaming.” (See “ Chitty on Contracts,” by Russell, p. 440.) 
Prea or “ Nor Possessep,” Errect oF —AMENDING UNDER 

15 & 16 Vict. ©. 76, 8. 222. 
Adams v. Smith, 1 Fost. & Fin. 311. 


This is a case which is illustrative of the evils which may, 
even under the system introduced by the Procedure Acts of 
1853 and 1854, follow from a mistake in pleading. An action 
of trespass was brought for building on the soil of the plaintiff, 
to which the real defence was, that the locus in quo was a 
highway, and that the action therefore was brought by the 
be . Instead of pleading however a highway, and 
that by a local Act the soil therein was vested ia certain 
commissioners, the pleader had placed on the record a plea 
of “not possessed,” being of opinion that such was the 
prea mode of agen any question as to the effect of the 
ocal Act on the title of the plaintiff. At the trial, how- 
ever, Bramwell, B., thought otherwise, and would not allow 
the record to be amen because it did not appear that 
any question had arisen between the parties to the action, ex- 
cept as to their own respective titles; and that, consequently 
(on the authority of Wilkin v. Reed, 15 C. B. 192), the provi- 
sion of the Common Law Procedure Act (s. 222), allowing the 
judge to amend the record, so as to enable the point in contro- 
versy between the parties to be determined in the existing suit, 
did not . He left it, however, to the jury to say whether 
the ug quo. was a highway, and they found that it was 
not. oy found i 
what 


the mistake in Biaeding ight 
defence being used at a trial 


E 


have was 
(See Roscoe's “ Evid, at Nisi Prius,” by Smirke & Prentice, 
p. 223.) 





- OF NOT ANSWERING A LETTER. 
_ Keen-v. Priest, 1 Fost. & Fin, 314, 


n this dase, Bramwell, B., admitted as evidence of a d 
mil da betull of the plaintiff, for cdbipinsation {OF in allége 





injury, a certain letter, written by his attornéy to the 

ant, which had not been answered—observing, “ the conduct of 

the defendant is evidence against him, and silence may 

times be conduct.” The authority for the ruling ger to 

— 14 Q. B. 664. (See “ Roscoe on Evidenée, 

p. 53. ; 
RETAINER, EVIDENCE OF—ACTION FOR NEGLIGENCE. 

Moss v. Solomon, 1 Fost. & Fin. 342. 

This was an action for negligence against an attorney for not 
having proceeded with waits difigtoe in an action on a Bill 
of exchange, and the declaration alleged that the plairtiif 
had employed the defendant to sue as his attorney. 
peared, however, that though the plaintiff, being thé 
of the bill in question, had requested the defendant to récdver 
its amount for him, the defendant had declined to aceepi 
the plaintiff as his client in the matter, and that the 
had been thereupon endorsed over to another person (aii 
old client of the defendant’s), in whose name the action on if 
was brought. Under these circumstances Willes, J., held there 
was no sufficient evidence of a retainer by the plaintiff B Nt 
was denied by the pleas), and directed a nonsnit. He Te- 
fused to amend, saying the matter was one of substdned going 
to the very basis of the action. 


Action For Maticious ArrEst—Proor oF “ Maid,” 
WHAT Is. 


Clark v. Mamford, 1 Fost, & Fin. 362. 


Another action against an attorney. 

It was for “maliciously” causing a ca. sa. to be issued 
on a judgment for costs—there being no debt, and the writ in 
the action in which the judgment had been signed having been 
issued by arrangement. Watson, B., in his charge to the jury, 
said, that to satisfy the term “ maliciously,” it was not 
that there should have been any spite or revenge in the defend. 
ant towards the plaintiff. If, from any indirect motive, as to 
extort money to which he was not fairly entitled, the defendant 
acted as complained of, that was sufficient. (See “ Roscoe on 
Evidence,” p. 553.) 

PRIVILEGE FROM ARREST EUNDO MORANDO ET REDBUNDO, © 
A CourT oF JUSTICE. 
Price v. Clutterbuck, 1 Fost. & Fin. 379. 


An attorney has the same temporary privilege of freedom 
from arrest which is allowed to counsel FF to witnesses, eundo 
morando et redeundo, a court of justice to which his profes- 
sional duty calls him. It appears, however, that the 

must be one to which he has been admitted to practise; 
otherwise—his attempting to practise there without being on the 
roll being a contempt—the privilege does not arise. It may be 
incidentally observed, that it has been held, that the above im- 
munity from arrest does not extend to the clerk of an attorney, 
though professionally engaged in his master’s business ( Phillips 
v. Pound, 7 Exch. 881). 


is 
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Parliament and Legislation, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, April 15, 
Pusiic Orrices BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


SUPERANNUATION BILL, 
This Bill with amendments was read a third time. 


Municrpat Erection Bri. 
Amendments to this Bill were reported. 


CONFIRMATION AND Prospate Act Bit. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Tuesday, April 19. 
The Royal assent was given to, the Manor Courts (Ireland) 
Bill, the Evidence by Commission Bill, the ee be the 
Matriage Validity Bill, the Manslaughter Bill, Public 
Offices Extension Bill, the Confirmation and Probate Act (1858) 
yi Bill, the Remission of pane Bill, the Affidavits 
y Commission Bill, the Superann’ mn Bill, the Municipal 
Elections Bill, and a number’ of private Bills. 
The commissioners (the Lord Chancellor, the Marquis of 
agg the Earl of maps Fa Marquis of Exeter, and 
arl de la Warr) read the speech of her Majesty announcing a 
dissolution of Parliament. : 
The Lorp C#ancELLor then prorogued Parliament till the . 
5th of May. ee Te ee 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tue vate Triars at BELrast. 


Mr. M‘Manon asked the Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he could give any explanation relative to the setting 
aside of jurors on the late trials for-Ribandism at Belfast, and 
state the names of the jurors set aside, and the cause for which 
each juror wes set aside? 

Mr. WuiresrpE had no objection to answer the question of 
the hon. and learned gentleman, but under a protest, for the 
House of Commons was not the place to inquire into the com- 

ition of a legal tribunal. When a similar question’ was 
—- before the House by the late John Sadleir, in 1850, Sir 
John Jervis, who was then Attorney-General, protested against 
such a question being entertained unless there was a charge of 
corruption or of oppression against a public officer. He had, 
he said, assisted at the trial of many political offenders, and 
had often given instructions to strike the names of gentlemen 
off the list of jurors. In answer to the question he read a long 
statement prepared by the Crown-Solicitor for the Northern 
Cireuit, in which he quoted the opinion of the late Daniel 
O'Connell, with reference to the conduct of Sir M. Barrington 
as crown prosecutor, 

Mr. H. Hersert thought the Crown had done wrong in 
setting aside Mr. O‘Connor, who was a magistrate of the 
county. 

Monday, April 18. 
Tue Rerormatory Hurk “ AKBaR.” 


Mr. Brisco asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, whether he could give any information concerning 
the death of a boy named Joseph Marsden, which was reported 
to have been caused or accelerated by cruel usage at the Refor- 
matory hulk “ Akbar,” at Birkenhead? 

Mr, S. Estcourt said, that, at his request, Mr. Sydney 
Turner, the inspector of reformatories, had attended the inves- 
tigation before the coroner, and had made inquiries into the 
case, and his report was, that the officers of the “ Akbar” were 
fully exonerated from all blame in the matter, the boy's death 
resulting from natural causes, and nothing whatever of cruelty 
or ill-usage having been exercised towards him. ‘The truth 
was, that the lad had been for some years a tramp, and in the 
habit of feigning fits, lameness, &c., and that he had acquired a 
singular power of simulating an almost total suspension of cir- 
culation, respiration, &c., and that on this occasion he carried 
on the deception too long, producing a collapse of system which 
no remedies could recover him from. ‘The body of the boy 
exhibited no marks of violence after death, nor did a post 
mortem examination afford any trace of the cause of death, 
externally or internally. 


THE Case or LiguTENANtT-CoLoner Dickson. 

Mr. T. DuncomBe asked the Secretary of State for War 
whether it was his intention to recommend her Majesty to 
reinstate Lieutenant-Colonel Dickson, late of the ‘lower 
Hamlets Militia, after the verdict obtained by that officer in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench against the colonel of that regi- 
ment. 

General Pert, who was very indistinctly heard, said, the 
grounds upon which he recommended the removal of Leiut.- 
Colonel Dickson were purely of a military character, arising 
out of circumstances connected with the affairs of the regiment 
for which Colonel Dickson as commanding officer was responsi- 
ble. Colonel Dickson was not tried by court-martial, and had 
not, therefore, an opportunity of rebutting the charges made 
against him: before such a tribunal, but he should think him 
fully entitled to any advantage he might derive from the verdict 
he had gained in the Queen’s Bench. As far, however, 2s the 
evidence taken in the course of that trial related to the military 
aspect of the question, the opinions expressed by his Royal 
Highness the Commander-in-Chief, the Adjutant-General, and 
other military officers, only confirmed the view he (General 
Peel) had taken. He had not the slightest doubt that the jury 
had done their duty; he was quite certain he had done his 
duty; and he had no intention to recommend her Majesty to 
reinstate Lieut.-Colonel Dickson. 

Tuesday, April 19. 
Tue DissoLvtion. 

The CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER, in reply to Mr. T. 
Duncombe, stated that Parliament would be dissolved on Satur-- 
day, and the writs issued that evening. 


* PRIVATE BILLS IN THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
The following resolutions were agreed to by the House of 


A 








Lords on Friday, the &th inst. :— 


That the promoters of every private Bill which has been introduced into 
this House in the present session of Parliament, and which shall have been 
read a third time and sent to the House of Commons, or which shall be 
pending in this House, shall have leave to introduce the same in the next 
session of Parliament, provided that notice of their intention to do so be 
lodged in the Private Bill Office not later than three o’clock on the day 
prior to the close of the present session ; and that all fees due thereon up 
to that period be paid. 

That an alphabetical list of all such Bills, with a statement of the stages 
at which they shall have arrived, shall be prepared in the Private Bill 
Office, and printed. 

That such Bills must be deposited in the Parliament Office not later than 
three clear days after the next meeting of Parliament, with a declaration, 
signed by the agent, annexed thereto, stating that the Bill is. the same in 
every respect as the Bill at the last stage of the proceedings thereon in this 
House in the present session; and where any sum of money has been de- 
posited, as required by Standing Order No. 184, section 2, that such de- 
posit has not been withdrawn, together with a certificate of that fact, from 
the proper officer of the court in which such money was deposited. 

That the proceedings on such Bills shall be pro only in regard 
every stage through which the same shall have passed in the. present 
session, and that no new fees be charged in regard to such stages. 

That, as regards all Private Bills which shall have been os 
the House of Commons in the present session, such Bills shall be dto 
proceed to the same stage at which they shall have arrived in the present 
session, on the same conditions as those set forth in the preceding Orders 
in respect of Bills originating in this House; the declaration to be signed 
by the agent, stating that the Bill is in every respect the same as when 
brought to this House in this session. 

That if any such Bill shall have been amended in this House in the pre- 
sent session the same amendments shall be inserted by the committee on 
the Bill. 

That the Standing Orders by which the proceedings on ee fog by eed 
shall not apply to any private Bill which shall have originated in this House, 
or been brought up from the House of Commons in the present session, in 
regard to any of the stages through which the same shall have passed. 

That all petitions presented in this session relating to any private Bill 


s 


shall, if necessary, be referred to the committee on the Bill in the next | 


session. 

That no petitioners shall be heard before the committee on apy Bill 
unless their petition shall have been presented within the time limited in 
the present session, unless that time shall not have expired before it closes, 
in which case, in order to be heard, their petition must be presented not 
later than the second day on which the House shall sit after the Bill has 
been read a second time in the next session. 
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Communications, Correspondence, and 
Extracts. 





LEGAL HONOURS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ JouRNAL & WEEKLY 


REPORTER. 
Srr,—I have read with much interest the letters appearing 
in several of your later numbers on this subject; in the 


remarks of your correspondent, whose letter is in last Satur- 
day’s “ JouRNAL,” I most heartily concur. It has always 
appeared to me, and since I passed my examination a few terms 
ago, when I had the honour of being informed that my answers 
to the examination questions were “highly satisfactory,” my 
experience has proved, that that distinction lasts only till the 
term following the one in which the candidate for legal honours 
is examined, when his place is supplied by another (un- 
doubtedly equally worthy), who in his turn must give way to 
the candidate gaining-+the like distinction in the succeeding 
term; and thus the honour and the honoured in a very short 
time are alike forgotten. A student who has earned the reward 
of an epistle, bearing the autograph of the examiners’ secretary, 
after five years’ unwearied application to his studies, is ulti- 
mately restored to the same level as the student who com- 
menced studying about a month before the examination-day. 
One has read carefully theoretical works bearing on the 
branches in which he has been examined, and has worked him- 
self well up in the books of practice; the other has pored for 
three weeks over “ Halliley’s Answers,” or “ Wharton's Ques- 
tions;” both receive a letter that they have passed their exa- 
mination successfully, and iu a weck after the examination-day 
the first one, the hard-working student, receives a letter, in- 
forming him that his answers to the examination questions 
“entitle him to commendation,” or were “highly satistactory,” 
which is very gratifying until he is restored to the same posi- 
tion as the attorney of three weeks’ study. It is in this way 


the distinction is neutralised; and it is within the experience of 


the writer that a gentleman, who seldom, if ever, opened a law 
book, and whose attendance at his prihcipal's office was not 
only irregular, but extremely rare, during his service under 
articles, successfully passed his examination after three weeks’ 
hard study of Halliley and Wharton. This could not have 
been the case had there been a more severe examination, nor Js 
it probable that it would happen if the student prone to indo- 
lence had a permanent distinction to gain, worthy of his greatest 
exertions; while at the same time, what could be more satisfac- 
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hard-working student than a distinction which 
through life? 

If some plan could be carried out to make “ Legal Honours ” 
more permanent—say, the one suggested in your “ JouRNAL” 
of the 16th Fes it would undoubtedly operate much more 

to rouse the careless and to encourage the indus- 
trious candidates for legal examination. 





To the Editor of Tux Soxicitors’ JournaL & WEEKLY 
Poe pedaiigy oe 

Sr gained onours” states that, “in colleges 

and public scholastic institutions, those who gain honours are 

to affix initials to their names.” Is this so? Is 

ever seen to write certain initials after his name, 

pica that he was a first classman or a senior wrangler, and 

ha a lg Se general repute, that a person took 

urely the same notoriety is acquired by 

honours, without their being so very 

pe i to the an on every possible occasion, by writing 

pl pga initial letters after their names. I am quite sure 

Ly 3 at coly draw down laughter and con- 


hg aby and would, I think, be most proper 
'y, for every gentleman who has taken honours 
anh Fa, anne, fe 6 after his name in the Law List, and of 
course there could be no objection, should he ever write a book, 


“Tan, pet Sti the peptic upon 2 the title page of his honours. 
7 » your. 


‘Apel 16. ee ¥ oo, AND UNIVERSITY Man, 

ie ag elsewhere stated our opinion that the advocates for 

& proper recognition of legal honours, in whose aim we entirely 

would do well to exert themselves for the esta- 

pf Sheer university, Pending the success of such 

an alone we think that a list of those who have obtained 

henetes in any legal examination, not only during the past year, 

eee, nee roth ene be petiened annually in the 
Lew List.—Ep. § 


LOCAL EQUITY JURISDICTION. 
; (By Jou SMABE, Barrister.) 
ui at the panel 2 


ia 


¢ ting of the National Association for 
the Promotic held at Liverpool, in October 
“fF propose to occupy the attention of this department for a 


very short time with a few remarks on the importance of 
ocalizing the statasniine of justice in respect of equitable 
rights; in other words, to consider whether it is desirable and 


practicable so to constitute local tribunals as that they may be 
e country could the establishment of a local 
be a few oe grown hipaa considerable importance—a local 
number 
of, to the entire satisfaction of the suitors. 


— 


ad to Mesgarure those questions between litigants, and to 
ive benefits for which the Queen's 

ry now resort to the High Court of Chancery. 
urisdiction be so properly raised as in the County 

ere of Cane, in which, by virtue of ancient charters, 
Chancery has always existed, and which has 

co-extensive in its powers within the County 

with the High Court of Chancery, and in which a 

of causes have been decided and promptly 
is jurisdiction extends over persons and property, when 


sibee nite within the limits of the County Palatine; it is said to 
8. when as well the subject-matter as the jes in 
i within the limits, and old authorities are cited for 
ition; but it does not appear to be so now universally 

other cases the jurisdiction is concurrent with 

the Courts of Westminster. See 13 & 14 Vict. c. 

17.& 18 Vict. c. Other statutory authority: 16 & 17 


29, 35, & 37; 11 Geo. 4& 1 Will. 4,0. 36; 2 


authority of the Palatine Court of Chancery 
resorted to, and the office of Vice-Chancellor 
years little better than an honourable sinecure; 
t i et William Page Wood and Sir 
a successl' importance of bringing 
Ae witia sites of Lesathi ted the worchose 
the advantages of having their equitable rights and 
 fudically as it were, at: their own doors; 

Fa po yaa Aer heheh heanectnare ge 








was but little 





Court, was passed in 1850. In consequence of this act by such 
men, the business of the Palatine Court of Chancery became 
more important. 

The present Vice-Chancellor J: ames, emulating his pre- 
decessors, increased the number of equity sittings, so that the 
Court sits four times at Manchester, and as many times at 
Liverpool, in each year. The ordinary work of the Court is 
carried on by three registrars, one of whom is always to be found 
at each of these places and at Preston, who is daily engaged in 
disposing of the greatly increased and increasing chamber 
business of the Court. These officers perform the same duties 
as the registrar and judge’s chief clerk in the High Court of 
Chancery. The number of suits and petitions disposed of in the 
last year by this Court was considerable, being an increase on 
the business in years, beforethe Palatinate Chancery Acts passed, 
exceeding eight-fold, dealing with cases in which property to a 
large amount was involved. From these decrees and orders 
the right of appeal is ndw to the Chancellor of the Duchy and 
the Lords Justices of England, or any two of them, by which 
in practice the appeal is to the Lords Justices alone; but 
although there have been some appeals, I believe that no 
decree or order of the Vice-Chancellor of the Palatine Court 
of Lancaster has been reversed by their Lordships. 


Here, then, we are in a county in which the energies of a succes- 
sion of three able judges have built up an equity jurisdiction as 
efficient as that of the superior courts at Westminster, and 
which has worked itself into public support by force of its own 
merits, notwithstanding the prestige of the superior courts at 
Westminster, over which it has in practice no other advantages 
than that it is a local court where equity is satisfactorily 
administered, whilst it is subject to the prejudice with which 
among the many every apparent novelty is regarded. 

We start, then, on the present inquiry with the fact that it is 
not only practicable to have local equity courts, but that one at 
least is now in a most efficient and satisfactorily working con- 
dition I need scarcely add that the costs to the suitor of 
redress in this Court are in effect much less than in the courts 
in Westminster Hall. 

This brings us shortly to consider the rise and progress and 
results of the County Courts Acts, as a preliminary to the more 

recise consideration of whether similar legislation in respect of 
Eecalising equitable jurisdictions would probably be attended 
by similar results. 

Vague speculations in favour of local jurisdictions to a 
limited ja a4 were obtaining attention before 1830. In various 
populous districts the want of a local court was so much felt,. 
that each successive session passed special Local Courts Acts, 
with the imperfe-tions incident to isolated efforts to meet special 
evils. It remained for Lord Brougham to bring the whole 
subject before the public; and after the speech of that great 
statesman in the House of Commons, on the 29th of April, 
1830, the question assumed at once a national importance. But 
this beneficial measure, like all others of great importance, was 
not obtained per saltum ; it had to be fought for year after year, 
and session after session, until, after discussions extending over 
fifteen years, the local courts were matured and established in 
1845, limited in jurisdiction to £20, which in 1850 was extended 
to £50. From the county courts return of the 19th of July, 
1858 (Sessional Paper, No. 445), it appears that the amount of 
money for which plaints were entered in 1857 was £1,937,745; 
judgments obtained, £978,592; paid intocourt under judgment, 
£776,711. 

It may be safely affirmed that in nearly half of the cases at 
least the debts that have been recovered would have remained 
unpaid, whilst in the cases in which the law would have been 
put in force, the poor debtor would, under the old system, have 
been mulcted in heavy and ruinous costs; whilst it is to he 
observed that hitherto at least the ready remedy of these cheap 
courts has had no effect in increasing the litigious disposition of 
the people. 

On the whole, it may be safely affirmed that within a period 
of about eleven years the county courts have taken such root 
as to form one of the institutions of the country, which no man 
would have the hardihood to attempt to destroy, while the 
enlargement, rather than the curtailment, of their jurisdiction 
may be contemplated. 

Are then the subjects for judicial investigation in equity and 
at common law so dissimilar, that a system which has been 
eminently successful in facilitating the administration of justice 
in one class of cases is unsuitable for the other set of ques- 
tions? 

We shall best appreciate this question. by considering the 
peculiar objects of jurisdiction in equity, as- -from 
the ordinary remedies at common law. « 
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It.is the special object of the common law to protect personal 
liberty, and to-give remedies or redress for injuries to property, 
and to defend it against ouster, trespass, nuisance, waste, de- 
struction, or disturbance. ‘Thecommon law, by its practice, 
ordinarily compels the parties in litigation to reduce their dis- 
putes to simple questions of fact, or law, as between a. single 
plaintiff or class constituting plaintiffs, all in the same interest, 
and a single person or class constituting defendants, all in the 
same interest, leaving the questions, or series of questions, of 
fact to a jury, and the question, or series of questions, of law 
to the judge; and it must be admitted that the simplicity of 
the common law has proved its ability readily to adapt its 
questions to tribunals less artificial than those of the high 
courts of common law in Westminster Hall. 

The powers and duties of a court of equity are, however, 
more complex, and the questions raised are also betweon more 
than two parties—sometimes very many parties—each seeking a 
remedy or right different from that of the other parties in the 
same suit. 

Sir James Mackintosh has said of equity, that “ it is a juris- 
diction so irregularly formed, and often so little dependent on 
general principles, that it can hardly be defined, or made intel- 
ligible, otherwise than by a minute enumeration of the matters 
cognisable by it."* Not admitting the premises, the conclusion 
of this eminent author, judge, and jurist, must be accepted, 
I shrink from adding to the numerous definitions of equity 
jurisprudence, and I must refer to Lord Redesdale’s admirable 
work on equity pleading, first published in the year 1780, 
anonymously, and which is still: the only work of authority, 
by an English author, on the subject of which it treats. Time does 
not allow me to quote at length the language of Lord Redesdale,t 
or of the great ornament of the American bench, Mr. Justice 
Story,t but I assume that no person will venture to form an 
opinion on equity jurisdiction who is not familiar with the out- 
Tine of equity jurisprudence, as expounded by one of these emi- 
nent judges. 

Limited as is this paper, it is important shortly to enu- 
merate the principal subjects in which an equity court gives 
relief. It remedies the results of accident and mistake—it 
relieves from actual and positive fraud, or from such in- 
equitable bargains as are classed under the term constructive 
frauds—it settles and adjusts the rights of persons  bene- 
ficially ‘entitled under trusts; and it exercises a salutary control 
over trustees of all kinds—it protects clients from their legal ad- 
visers, and children and wards from undue influence—it deter- 
mines the rights of mortgagers and mortgagees, and the priorities 
between several incumbrancers—it determines the rights as be- 
tween sureties and principal debtors and their creditors—it 
ascertains and enforces a just contribution between debtors— 
it protects against waste—it settles questions relating to confu- 
sion of boundaries, rights to dower, partition, and rents—and it 
administers the estates of deceased persons, doing justice between 
their creditors, legatees, devisees, and real and personal represen- 
tatives—and in all these matters it takes and adjusts, and works 
out all the accounts between all parties, and distributes the 
funds or liabilities in litigation, as the case may be, between 
or among two to two hundred and more claimants, each having 
or being subject to the most varied rights or liabilities. 

In aid of all these rights, and to protect property during liti- 
gation in the common law, or other courts, it extends its extra- 
ordinary jurisdiction by injunction, and by another extraordi- 
nary exercise of power it decrees and enforces the specific per- 
formance of contracts, as between vendors and purchasers of 
estates and other property. 

Indeed, it may be said generally, that there is not a wrong 
relating to property, from which a court of equity, either in 
-exercise of its own inherent jurisdiction, or in aid of the juris- 
diction of other courts, has not a remedy. 

Now, whoever compares the questions which arise in county 
courts with those above enumerated must admit that high as 
should be the mental qualification for the due discharge of the 
duties of a county court judge, a very large amount of acquired 
learning, both in principle and practice, as distinguished from 
general talent and scholarly attainment, is necessary in a judge 
in equity in the first instance, so as to enable him, to decide 
rightly either without any bar or with the aid of an incompe- 
tent advocacy. This consideration leads ,to the conclusion that, 
so long as the practice in law and equity remains distinct, and 
until the whole bar shall be educated to practise in both de- 
partments, the propriety of which is a moot question, on which 





* “Life of Sir T. More,” i. p. 457. 
+ Mitford, “ Equity Pleading,” p. 111, Jeremy's edition. 
+ Story, * Equity Jurisprudence,” sects, 30, 31, 





it would. be imelonses | here oe enter, it ea ached entrust 
any important equitable jurisdiciion to the ju have 
study and practice specially fitted bisa its preside “z 
advantage to the country and honour to themselves in the 
county courts, ' ; 
We know that custom has so long prevailed. in 

the spheres of study of common law and. equity ers, 
that even where incidentally a question of equity comes before 
a gentleman of the common law bar he usually gives his 


opinion: on the legal points, and declines to give Opinion 
on the equitable question, ‘referring it to an equity barrie, 
and“that the latter in ‘the same way hands over questions: 
common law to the practitioners on that side of Westminster 
Hall. Now, if in London, with all its appliances,’ the most 
learned members of the bar thus shrink from. giving opini 
on matters to which they have not devoted their special atten- 
tion, will the responsibilities of office, will the eis, Corder 
in remote districts questions as nice as can arisé re the 
Lord Chancellor, will the absence of all learned aid, enable a 
common Jaw barrister, when elevated to a jud , to pro- 
nounce such decisions as will satisfy the public mind 

But the eminent persons who, from practising in one depart- 
ment all their lives, have, on the instant, crossed to the other 
side of Westminster Hall, will be ‘cited as’ practically and 
entirely proving the contrary of the propositions just advanced, 
I admit that a Gifford, a Lyndhurst, a Brougham, a‘Cranworth, 
a Truro, and a Chelmsford, may possibly with advantage step 
over the barriers which separate the courts of law and equity. 
These are the powerful intellects from whose eccentric move- 
ments the ordinary courses of ordinary men are not to be esti- 
mated. On the other hand, could not each one of us, if it were 
riot invidious to do so, on the instant enumerate a list of eminent 
lawyers, who, great in their own department, would have been 
“in endless mazes lost,” if they had had to wander ont of the 
beaten track, the via trita of their lives? 

It must be remembered that, although among -the judges of 
the county courts there are men whose attainments would 
have done honour to the bench, yet that ordinarily these judg- 
ships are not the prizes to which the highest aspirants for office 
among lawyers usually look, and that the less elevated .the 
rank in the profession from.which judges are selected, the less 
likely is it that they will be found competent .to.grasp not only 
the subjects of their previous study and practice, but subjects 
so vast, so intricate, and in many respects so perplexing, as 
daily exhaust the attention of the mest eminent of our equity 
lawyers. , 

T assume, on the whole, that it must be conceded that, in 
order that the administration of equitable justice locally may 
be efficient, the judges. must be men who thoroughly under- 
stand its principles and practice. oloow siete ~plesge 

It remains to be remarked, that the judicial work of -the 
county court judge ordinarily begins and ends with the trial. 

Not so with a case in equity. At the hearing, questions of 
law, or fact, or both, are sometimes decided; at other times, 
they are merely indicated, and are left to be worked out 
chambers,,and a decree or order is pronounced, or 
sketched out. Now, the union of learning, and acuteness, 
labour, that must be brought to bear to fill up this sketch, ar 
which elaborates the written decree or order, can be i 
only by those who are familiar with the actual i 


wet 


Hl 


registrar’s office, where all these decrees are drawn up with 
careful accuracy.* ‘Then, again, inquiries are to be made; 
intricate, inaccurate, and defective accounts are to be unra- 
velled; the affairs of a family or of a partnership are to be 
settled in a manner that raises innumerable q each 
sometimes equal in difficulty to any that can form the sole 
question in a cause in a county court, or at law, in West- 
minster Hall. All this machinery elaborates at ‘last a certifi- 


cate of results, which in time forms the foundation for recon- 
sideration; or if the cause shall have escaped that ordeal, then 
for final adjudication, in the presence, as very frequently 
happens, of numerous parties, each haying an interest conflict- 
ing with that of every other party, or between the credi 
relatives, and legatees of some clever testator, who has created 
every possible difficulty by his self-satisfying autograph will, or 
of some intestate who has little else to bequeath to posterity 
but the arrangement of his embarrassed affairs. 

A court which has to give to any locality the benefits of 
equitable justice must, to meet all the objects above 
be not only presided over by a judge learhed on all 1 
jects, but have able officers representing the 0 
tent to reduce the decrees into proper-written form, 

* The variety and intricacies of decrees in Chancery can be best in some 
degree understood from “ Selon on Decrees in Chancery. 
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misasperane she inguiries and adjust the accounts, and settle 
and rights of the parties. 
lead up to the conclusion that any 
alteration which localises equitable primag bepun all see 
re ye m ly increase litigation, but it wi 
cenit an adequate administration of justice. . 


fe 


vite pe the. joel tore: of competent judges and ‘officers, 


to insure any prospect of success to ‘local equitable 
ngland, would require an expenditure 

for whieh .the is not as yet prepared. Discussions in 
Parliament would, ibs: do much towards a due apprecia- 
tion:of the question. But this effect is usually of slow growth. 
It seems therefore desirable that an attempt should at once be 
made, if possible, to set up some one court within some one 
Gleick abeaegiah. demonstrate’ what such courts should be and what 
This might be done if the consent of the 

pos dy (enna ihe re were obtained, and by a very short Act of 

the Chancery Court of the Duchy of 

a court, with exclusive jurisdiction 

‘cases rs which the subject-matter chiefly lies within 

to an extent in amount or value, to be settled 
consideration, and giving to the vice-chancellor of the 
this county as its judge the most am _—_ authority, and, 
direction to simplify the practice and pleading by such 
as , in his’ judgment, tend to render the proceed- 

simple and inexpensive as possible. 

Among the advantages of this plan would be the fol- 


once relieve the High Court of Chan- 

its labours, which has been proposed to 

asia helo of a fourth vice-chancellor, and 
unn 


ecessary. 
2. That the machinery is already complete and in operation. 
3 the 
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. That the expense of the experiment thus limited to one 
locality Komen under any circumstances, and with whatever 
on be small. 


24. Gh mst and seer the only persons con- 

t with a. ly localised, they are at 
Faies thle to cnpreciein ths difliculiioe and wants of s laced 

poe he - ove the working of the s if 
powers onl arge for the purpose were entrusted to them. 
vac -me.to do more than allude to those 
attainments which eminently fit the 
now held, within this hall, to superintend 
ation, of a e0ds of practice and procedure fitted for 
generally, and to work out the proposed experi- 


~ TBS eves; when the plan shall have worked itself into a 
a shape, would form a system which might be gradually 
‘safely extended. 


6 The plan’would avoid the enormous loss incident to the 


mlcarigt of of any general scheme. 
7." of this proposal would be no impediment 


to any ventflation, by discussion, of the general subject in 
Parliament or elsewhere. 

8. The time which would elapse before this plan would be so 
fr matured as to be introduced throughout England, would 
‘afford ‘an ity for the consideration of the question 
whether, and to what extent the various provisions already made 
for disposing of matters of local jurisdiction may not be im- 


oh 

‘thea of the various judicial and quasi-judicial officers 

the country, to provide, at a comparatively small 

poo wh pend the additional judicial and administrative 

nécessary to introduce a local equitable jurisdiction 
throughout 


In‘addition to the thet ee fm county court judges, we have about 
one hundred Cities and towns, and a number of 
berrisers R Now all the duties of recorders and re- 
might well be performed by the county court 
dates) thas ultimately producing a great saving in these 
» we have a number of commissioners, and 
in , and commissioners in insolvency, and 
commissioners and inspectors of charities. Now, the questions 
which most frequently come before these judicial persons are 
merely equitable, and surely such arrangements could be so 
made as - bankruptcy, insolvency, and public charities 
should be committed to the same judicial officers as the lawyers 
‘tdministration of equity shall be entrusted. 
This arrangement of judicial dution would go far to supply 
the necessarily increased judicial force which the establishment 
of local equitable courts would require. 
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There are other judicial or quasi-judicial functions, including 
those performed under the Court of Probate, now separately 
vided for, which might well be neem, in the local court 


_ Jurisdiction in.law or equity. 


But further, it. is not improbable that some system of 
tration of titles will ere long pass into a law, over which it will 
be. proper that gentlemen well versed in real law 
should preside, whose presence will be always required, but 
whose learning and active superintendence need but seldom. to 
be resorted to, 

Now the local equity judge will well perform all the duties 
of such an officer. Indeed, the Master of the Rolls, at this 
moment ex officio, has the patronage and is also the superinten- 
dent of the Chancery Enrolment Office, and he is consulted on 
all questions of difficulty by his officer the Clerk of Enrol- 
ments; and in reference to such enrolments he exercises a 
general superintendence and control, which.a local equity 
judge could exercise.in the same way as the Master of the 
Rolls now superintends the enrolments as they are made in 
Chan 


cery. 

The limits which are set to this paper do not enable me to 
illustrate. the subject as fully as I could have wished to have 
done; and in submitting these few observations for consideration, 
I must omit several other suggestions which might usefully 
have been made in their support. 

The conclusions to which this paper point are shortly—-That 
the successful operation of the county courts,.and the fact 
of one equity court of local jurisdiction being in satisfactory 
operation, show the practicability of local equity courts in Eng- 
land; but that the peculiar difficulties of equity jurisprudence 
and practice render caution necessary in establishing such logal 
courts. That there being one efficient equity court with local 
jurisdiction in existence, it would be the most , prudent course 
at once to give to that court exclusive jurisdiction, to at. least 
some sufficiently large though limited. amount—a jurisdiction 
which it already has concurrently with the High Court of 
Chancery; and that it would be necessary to give to the judge 
all the powers which he may require to enable him to.diminish 
the costs of procedure, and to expedite: the decision of causes. 
That efforts should in the meantime be made so to arrange the 
existing judicial strength of the country in local affairs, as to 
render the appointment of a sufficient number of equity j 
in due time not only desirable, but practicable, and no excessive 
burden to the country. 

The course here suggested may be thought by some persons 
too full of delay to be adopted. Many will say, “ Mora omnis 
ingrata est,” and stop there. Lord Bacon, however, 
this complaint, turned it a one of his aphorisms, and he ss 
“ Mora omnis ingrata, sed facit sapientiam;” and this pia if 
not universal proposition is especially applicable to legal changes, 
as to which it behoves us to ascertain they are not merely 
a reform, but an improvement. 

The association will not forget that its labours are directed 
to no party or ephemeral purpose; that the reforms they pro- 

are intended for posterity; and if it be true that-he who 
is about to set out on his voyage of life can afford to wait a 
tide or two, surely this association, seeking reforms for a long 
future, can afford, in order effectually to perfect its measures, 
to prove by safe steps their efficiency, thus insuring their final 
success; keeping its plans before the public and biding their 
time, so that.a wiser and better measure may be the result of 
the delay. 


LOCAL JURISDICTION IN BANKRUPTCY. 
(From the Mercantile Test.) 

What the mercantile public want and mw or desire is cheap 
local justice in bankruptcy. What it hates and rails against is 
distant, expensive, and tardy administration. 

The Government Bill proposes to give jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptcy to the county courts only where the assets do not exceed 
£300. 





This is but trifling with the question of local jurisdiction. 
The amount involved is no criterion of the judicial ability 
required to settle any question. There is not one law for a 
small amount, and another for a large. The same rule of law 
is applicable to both, In practice there are quite as many 
difficult points of law arise in small claims as in large ones; 
and the same judicial character of mind is as essential in the 
one as the other. Far better withhold bankruptcy ete 
tion from the county courts altogether, than embarrass them 
with this impracticable restriction. 

The mercantile public out of London is ‘unanimous in its 
demand to have unlimited jurisdiction given to the county 
courts. 
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There are seven courts of bankruptcy in the provinces of 
Enigland, besides the Bankruptcy Court in London. Those 
courts are at great distances from each other. It is a great 
hardship for a trader living, for instance, in the western part of 
Cornwall to be obliged to go to Exeter to attend to his interest 
in the Court of Bankruptcy, which could be quite as well 
séttled by the county court judge in his own town. The same 
grievance is felt in many other mercantile districts. Hence 
there is no complaint more universal amongst traders in the 
provinces of England, than the distance of the present courts 
from their places of residence and business. 

Considering how much has now come within the jurisdiction 
of the English county courts; how much, every day, their 
business carries them into matters of great difficulty in point of 
law, which they discharge to the entire satisfaction of the 
public; and considering the very great convenience which 
traders would have in resorting to a tribunal within an easy 
distance of their own residence, it seems to us that an irresist- 
ible case is made out for conferring unlimited jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy on the county courts. 

This jurisdiction is wisely given to those courts by Lord 
John Russell’s Bill. It is not proposed by his Lordship to 
abolish the jurisdiction of the present bankruptcy courts in the 
country. In some cases creditors may think that their cases 
will have a more satisfactory decision in those courts. But 
wherever the creditors are of opinion that they would best find 
their remedy in the county courts, it is proposed to allow them 
to do so, 

This was the plan adopted in the recent Scotch Bankrupt 
Statute. That Act gave the creditors their choice, and the re- 
sult is, that the county courts have been universally resorted to. 

The truth is, that the real secret of the success during the 
last three years of the working of Scottish bankruptcy, has 
been the conferring of unlimited jurisdiction on the county 
courts. This was done so lately as 1856, by the Act of 19 & 
20 Vict. c. 79, which, besides creating every county court a 
court of bankruptcy, abolished the distinction between bank- 
raptey and insolvency. 

The history of this Act is rather encouraging, inasmuch as 

it shows what a few mercantile men, firm of purpose, may 
accomplish. 
The Act originated in a Bill prepared by a committee of 
London merchants. It was introduced by Lord Brougham, but 
was not passed. In the following session, a Bill was brought in 
by Mr. James Moncrieff, the Lord-Advocate of the day, which 
was in a Bg d the same measure; and in introducing 
the Bill, Mr. Moncrieff handsomely stated its real paternity. 

This Act has remedied almost all the evils formerly com- 
plained of in Scotland. It is true, there are one or two still to 
retnedy; but, on the whole, as regards cheapness, despatch, and 
efficiency in the adminstration of an insolvent’s estate, that 
statute has unquestionably placed Scotland tie foremost among 
commercial nations. 
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Che Provinces. 


Ipswich. —New Magistracy.—The Lord Chancellor has just 
added nine gentlemen to the commission of the peace for the 
borough of Ipswich. Six of the nine are Conservatives, and 
the remaining three Liberals. 


LIVERPOOL.— Starving a Jury.—At the Borough Sessions on 
Tuesday, a man, named Richard Hefferan, was charged with 
stealing a waistcoat and a pair of trousers. The jury were 

to agree, nine being for a conviction and three for an 
acquittal; and, after being locked up for seventeen hours, with- 
out fire and with no refreshment but water, were discharged 
without giving a verdict. 

Social Science.—The first public meeting under the manage- 
ment of the local committee will, we observe, take place at 
St. George’s-hall, on Wednesday next. This is the first attempt 
to give a local application to a movement which, however im- 
posing in its general aspect, or however valuable as tending to 
elicit and make known sound principles of social reform, can 
obviously do little, if anything, towards carrying these princi- 
ples into practice, apart from the exertions those who have a 
personal interest and special influence in the improvement of 

yt i t is creditable to the social reformers of 
Liverpool that they at once perceive this, and not less to the 
credit of the association at large, that the pve joer of a local 
committee, when offered, was at once adopted and acted upon. 
The prelimi address of the committee, which has been in 
circulation for some days, evinces a thorough comprehensfon of 











the subject as it affects Liverpool, and offers some adiirablé: 
hints for a continuous and table pursuit of the 
into the social condition of Liverpool, its defécts, and re. 
medies, already so hopefully begun. We trust the result Of the 
approaching meeting will be such as to promote the good work. 
—Liverpool Albion. ie at 
Mancuester.—Assize Courts—An adjourned ea bes 
justices of the peace for the hundred of Salford held on 
Saturday, at the New Bailey, for the og “ay of de ras to 
the adoption of the report presented by the Manchester 
courts committee ; E. Ovens, Esq., chairman, presided. 
report of the committee recommended three out of the: 
designs which had been sent in for competition a& those bs 
deserving of the premiums of £250, £150, and £1 
tively offered by the Court. Mr, E. Ashworth, as ¢ n of 
the committee, now moved that the report be adopted, and thi 
recommendations contained therein be confirmed. He said th 
committee, in making their selection, had been mainly Ay ‘ 
by a desire to consult the convenience of the public 
professional gentlemen who would use the courts, and he 
and believed that ee ys which they we ge had 
with. the aj al o' great majority magis 
who had aaaed the designs. The committee knew nothing 
as to the authors of any of the plans; they had examined the 
all with the greatest attention, without the least partisan- 
ship, and with the most earnest and honest desire to come 
to a fair decision. The motion was carried unanimously. 
Mr. Wood, in seconding the motion for authorising sna 











is 


tee to carry the design into execution, expressed his 
of the internal arrangements provided for by the 
design, but thought the exterior of the building might possi 
be made more marked and effective than it appeared on the 
plan. The architect had intimated in the feng: which he 
had appended to his plan, that he had strictly limited himself 
to a consideration oF what might be done for the ribed 
sum of £70,000; but that an additional £10,000 id 
him to make a much more effective building. Mr. 
wished it to be understood that the committee had adopte 
successful design as a complete and entire work, and 
they might probably suggest some slight modifications, 
no intention of attempting to make it more perfect A 
ing ideas from any of the other plans.—The motion d 
nem. con. The names of the authors of the three is to 
which the premiums had been awarded were as follows ;—First 
peaton £250), Alfred Waterhouse, Cross-street-chambers, . 
ter; second premium (£150), cole < 
Buckingham-street, Strand, London; third premiuin (£10 
John Robinson, 7, Whitehall-yard, London. A question a& fo 
the advisability of providing medals for the authors of the un- 
successful designs was negatived. It was agreed that the de” 
signs should be publicly exhibited. : 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE.— Testimonial to a Solicitor. —- 
Ald. Ingledew, solicitor, after having acted as a 1. of t 
poor for the parish of St. Nicholas during the long period of. 
twenty-one years, has retired from oes office wm ! 
advancing age. On Friday evening last, at 
the board of guardians, Mr. ingledew was presented with 
following address, signed by all the guardians ;— 
To Henry Ingledew, Esq., Alderman, Chairman of the Board of. 
Guardians of the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union. 
§1z,—As your colleagues in the administration of the Poor-law, we 
to record our sincere regret that you should feel it your hey Be 
quish the chairmanship of our board—an office you have filled for the last 
twenty-one years with so much honour to yourself, and so much advantage 
in this we pre eamared that we express not only the tetings Fk 
of St. Nicholas, which has ateuse wastes you as a guardian, but ia 
the ratepayers and the poor of every parish in the district. 
or een ah ches on Gear 
larity a basinces of this board has been con- 
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Est 


its deliberations. 

During your presidency considerable improvements have taken in 
Cn Te etna eenent aed toe seein Se 
to seme, onan Silver siete Sir She Rppenien HE OBE OR BE teken a 
vel terest. " 

It is not every public servant whose health or whose avotatiors would” 
allow such unremitting attention to the relief of the poor as has distin 
guished your connection with this board. Wep therefore, i 


to the bosom of your family with and 

With the eamest that Divine Providence ry 

thes eincie of stection ath which ‘our meget dy tan bty 

and that that circle may long : 
We have the honour to be, &.' ie 

In the afternoon, the officers of the union met in the Poor-law 


offices, and presented Mr. Ingledew with » gold eye-glass and 
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d chain. Mr. G. T. Gibson occupied the chair, and Mre 
Witsoe, as the senior officer, made the presentation. Mr, In- 
gledew, on both occasions, made an appropriate reply. 

Lecture.—Mr. W. S. Gibson, Barrister-at-Law, and Registrar 
of the District Court of Bankruptcy, gave a lecture to a nume- 
rous audience last week at the Literary Institute, entitled, 
‘ Sketches of Judges eminent in English History.” 

Mr. T. Chisholm Anstey.—This gentleman has sent a letter of 
thanks to the Mayor of Newcastle, as the chairman of. the 
recent public meeting on the affairs at Hong Kong, for the 
interest taken in the matter by the inhabitants of the town.— 
Newcastle Chronicle. 

WAKEFIELD.— Threatening a Judge.— At the Wakefield 
County Court,on Saturday, Mr. Barratt, seedsman and nursery- 
man, was summoned to show cause why he should not be com- 
mitted for contempt of court. Some time ago an action had 
been brought against Mr. Barratt by the executors of a person 
named Robinson, to recover the amount incurred by the latter 
in making an orchard-house for Mr. Barratt. Mr. Barratt had 
sent the plaintiffs a bill for the amount, payable at three 
months. is the plaintiffs kept in their possession for several 
days, and then returned it to Mr. Barratt, refusing to accept it, 
and demanding cash. During the hearing of the case, Mr. 
Barratt alleged that one of the testator’s sons, and an executor, 
had said he would take a bill. This was denied by the party 
in question, and the judge, in giving a verdict, said, that he 
believed the truth was on the side of the plaintiffs, and decided 
that the acceptance was worthless, as it had not been signed 
by the other party and put in circulation. This decision seems 
to have preyed on Mr. tt’s mind, and, believing that the 
judge had imputed to him wilful and corrupt perjury, he had 
sent him two letters, which his Honour considered to be of a 
violent and threatening character, and intended to interfere 
with him in the discharge of his duties as a judge. In one of 
these, Mr. Barratt had threatened that he might get up a 
petition against his Honour, which he could get “ signed by 100 
members of Parliament.”—Mr. Bond, solicitor, of Leeds, now 
appeared in court, and, on behalf of Mr. Barratt, apologised 
for the matter contained in the letters, observing that his client, 
res a respectable man, had felt aggrieved that his Honour 
should sup; that he had been guilty of wilful and corrupt 
perjury.—His Honour said, that the longer he remained a judge 
the more cautious he was of imputing perjury to any man; but 
in deciding on the various cases that came before him, he must 
conceive the truth to be somewhere. At the same time, when 
he used the expression that he thought the truth was on the 
other side, he did not mean to impute wilful and corrupt per- 
jury to Mr. Barratt, His Honour then quoted the opinion of 
Lord Chancellor Cottenham, to the effect, that letters of the 
description sent by Mr. Barratt were contempt of court; but 
as the latter had apologised, he (the judge) should only fine 
him £5, to be given to the Wakefield Dispensary — Manchester 
Examiner. 

Warwick.—Borough Quarter Sessions.—These sessions were 
held before the Recorder, Sir J. E. Wilmot, Bart.,on Thursday, 
the 14th inst. In his charge to the grand jury, the learned 
Recorder took occasion to remark upon several events of the 
past session of Parliament, but chiefly upon those measures 
which had been advanced for the amendment of the law and 
the administration of justice. With regard to the Indictable 
Offences Bill, he was very much opposed to any alteration in 
the law relating to grand juries. The measure was not intended 
to extend further than the metropolis, but, nevertheless, he 
considered it an attempt to get in the thin end of the wedge in 
the provinces, and thereby do away with a most useful and 
necessary oe to the administration of our criminal law. 
He was equally opposed to the proposition for taking the ver. 
dict of a majority in civil causes, as set forth in Lord Camp- 
bell’s Bill, which, however, had fallen to the ground. He was 

to the Bill for taking the evidence of prisoners on 
oath. He thought it possible it might succeed in France, but 
it certainly would not here. He was of opinion, moreover, 
that jurymen ought to be allowed refreshments during the 
time they are locked up, and should be paid for loss of time in 
attending the court. The learned Recorder, in conclusion, 
bos nee the low scale of costs allowed to policemen and 
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Scotland, 


SEARCHES FOR INCUMBRANCES IN SCOTLAND. 
The following extract from the Scottish Law Journal will, to 
acertain extent, as applicable to the Bills lately in Parliament, 





for the registration of landed estates, give our readers some idea 
of the manner in which this branch of the measure is worked 
in Scotland :— 

The registers usually examined are the General Register of 
Sasines, in which it is competent to record deeds affecting lauds 
in any part of the kingdom, and the Particular Registers of 
Sasines, in which it is only competent to record deeds affecting 
lands within the district to which the register is applicable. 
Besides these, it is also necessary to examine the General 
Register of Inhibitions, the Particular Register of Inhibitions 
fot the district in which the lands are situated, and also the 
Register of Adjudications. There are thus five different records 
to be searched, for a period of forty years, in order to exhibit a 
complete search. The course usually followed is, for the agent 
to forward to the Searcher of Records in Edinburgh a memo- 
randum for search, containing a copy of the description of the 
lands, and the names and desigrations of the parties against 
whom he wishes the search to be made. When the search has 
been completed at Edinburgh, it is necessary to have it con- 
tinued in the Particular Registers of Sasines and Inhibitions, in 
order that it may be brought down to the date of the settle- 
ment of the transaction. The expense incurred from the 
necessity of examining so many records usually amounts to 
from £12 to £15, and while the burden is not much felt where 
the value of the lands is considerable, it is found to be heavy 
and grievous where the subjects are of small value—so much 
so, indeed, that in transactions concerning such subjects, 
searches are frequently dispensed with. 

The suggestion which we would offer (and for which we 
cannot claim any originality) as a means of reducing the 
expense of a search, is the following:—Let there be only one 
Register for Sasines, and one Register for Inhibitions and 
Adjudications, and let these be kept at Edinburgh. To this 
course we do not think that there can be any objection. If 
adopted, there would be only two records to search in place of 
five, and necessarily less risk of omissions in the course of the 
search. While there appears to be serious difficulties in the 
way of reducing the period of the long prescription in refer- 
ence to heritable rights, we think that the search in the Register 
of Inhibitions and Adjudications might be reduced to a period 
of ten or twelve years, without the least injury or risk to an 
one. A creditor delaying to carry out his diligence during fs: 
a period, should be held to have departed from it. 

As omissions frequently occur from the similarity of descrip- 
tion, and the consequent difficulty of distinguishing subjects, we 
would recommend one of two courses to be adopted, by either 
of which greater accuracy would be attained:—(1.) That the 
keeper of the Register of Sasines should keep a book, con- 
taining a copy of the description of the lands, with a distinc- 
tive number and letter; that after the lands have been orce 
entered therein, the number and letter should be added to the 
docquet appended to the registered deed by the keeper, and 
that all subsequent deeds affecting the lands should contain the 
distinctive number and letter assigned to thein, so that when 
presented for registration a short entry might be inserted in 
the book so kept, under the proper head, somewhat in the form 
of the present inventories of writs. If a method similar to 
this were adopted, a search in the Sasine Record would consist 


of a certified copy of the entries under the hand of the keeper. * 


Or (2) the Registrar of Sasines might keep an inventory or 
abstract of titles applicable to each separate subject marked 
with a distinctive number or letter; and when a deed is to be 
recorded, a short abstract thereof might be added toit. The 
deed should, of course, bear the number and letter, so that the 
Registrar might at once lay his hands. on the inyentory or 
abstract referring to the lands contained in the deed. Whena 
search was required in the Sasine Record, a certified copy of 
the inventory or abstract would serve the purpose. Of course, 
it would take a number of years before the public could obtain 
the full benefit of either of the two courses proposed; but in a 
large number of cases where searches have already been brought 
down to a recent date, or in the case of new feus, the advan- 
tages would be at once felt—a search would be almost certain 
to be accurate, and in place of having to pay from £12 to £15, 
a complete search might be obtained at an expense of from £2 
to £3, ee 

Charles Baillie, Esq., Lord Advocate, has been appointed one 
of the Lords in Session, in the room of the late Lord Murray 

David Mure, Esq., her Majesty’s Solicitor-General, has. been 
appointed Lord Advocate, in the place of Charles Baillie, Esq. 
appointed a Lord of Session. 


























a4 


__... THE sOLICrrORs JOURNAT & REPORTER. Avitté 26 160: 








Exelany. 


RETIREMENT oF JupGE. PiunKeT.—It is stated with 
confidence that. Judge. Plunket, of the Bankruptcy and Insol- 
vency Court, is about to place his tion in'the hands 
of the Government. We regret to say that Judge Plunket’s 
health is shattered; his physical weakness is the cause of his 
retirement from a position which he has filled with credit. 
The salary of the judges of the Bankrupt Court is £2,000 per 
annum,—Lvening Packet. 


La. 


Societies and Enstitutions. 
LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

A general meeting of this society took place on Monday last; 
Witttam Hawes, Esgq,, in the chair. 

The adjourned discussion on the report of the Bankruptcy 
Committee was resumed. 

Mr. Lawrance moved that the ninth resolution—* That it 
is desirable that, in the administration of estates in bankruptcy, 
greater uniformity should prevail in the judgments of the com- 
missioners, and that the present mode of appeal is unsatisfactory” 
—be adopted. As the next resolution in the report was inti- 
mately connected with the present, he would also move that the 
tenth resolution—* That there should be a chief judge in bank- 
ruptcy, who, sitting with two commissioners in London or the 
country, should form a Court for the decision of all questions 
of ‘disputed adjudication, and, when required by the assignees, 
the opposing creditor, or the bankrupt, of disputed certificates 
or orders of discharge; and that such Court should be the Court 
of Appeal, from whose decisions there should be no further 
appeal, except in case of a difference of opinion among the 
members, or by leave of the Court”—be adopted. 

Mr. Punting seconded the motion. He thought the plan 
proposed would be likely to produce greater uniformity, and 
would be much more satisfactory to the mercantile community 
than the present arrangement. 

Mr. H. F. BristowE thought that the present mode of appeal 
was better than that proposed. It ap to him that it 
would lead to 4 duplication of appeals—first to the new tri- 
buaal, and then to the present. He did not agree with the 
notion that commercial matters were not adjudicated on in a 
satisfactory manner in the present Court of Appeal. 

Mr. S. Morey stated, that, as far as his experience went, 
there was a feeling throughout the commercial public, that the 
present mode of appeal was unsatisfactory. He thought that 
the proposed change would be acceptable to the mercantile 
community. 

Mr. LINKLATER stated, that he could not complain of any 
miscarriage of justice in the Court of Appeal, but the: expense 
was such as to amount to a denial of justice in many cases. 
The plan now under consideration would obviate this evil. 
The proposed tribunal would be able to dispose of most matters 
in a manner satisfactury to the parties. 

Mr. LawRance, in reply, wished it to be understood, that he 
had not intended to speak disrespectfully of the Court of the 
Lords Justices, but his observations applied to the mode of 
appeal—the letting in of new evidence. With reference to the 
status, salary, &c., of the proposed chief judge, the committee 
had carefully avoided entering into particulars on this, as on 
the other points referred to in the report. 

Mr. Hastines was of opinion that, from the obscurity of the 
terms of the tenth resolution, it would be impossible for the 
society to come to a satisfactory determination with respect to 
it. -The nature of the proposed tribunal and its jurisdiction 
were only hinted at, and it was impossible, without explanation, 
to make anything of the resolution. 

The motion, that the ninth resolution be adopted, was then 
put and carried, 

Mr. SMALE objected to the tenth resolution for the same 
reason as Mr, Hastings. He would move, by way of amend- 
ment, that the consideration of the tenth resolution be deferred 
till next meeting. The question raised by it was of the highest 
importance, nd bs was not prepared to decide at once on such 
a subject. 

Mr. WINGFIELD seconded the amendment. 

Mr. LawRance objected to the adjournment of the consi- 
deration of this resolution. The report had been in the hands 
of members for some weeks, and the resolution was perfectly 

The CiArmMAN considered that the adjournment would be 
of no use, 9s matters would be in the same condition at next 
meeting. 





' venting fraud, that, proofs should be made at a p 





The amendment, was put and carried. fal bi 

Mr. Link LATER moved that the eleventh resolution—* THut 
ptoof of debts should be made either by a creditor at a public 
sitting, or by affidavit made elsewhere, and tran to the 
assignee to be exhibited at a public sitting”—be adopted. He 
considered it of the utmost importance, for the purpose of pre- 
At the same time he was not in favour of publishi sug 
of creditors to all the world. 2s 

Mr. LawRaNcE seconded the motion. Pe ere 
bankruptcy procedure which required more to be watched than 
the proof of debts, He thought the expenses to which creditors 


‘| were put in making proofs had been 


Mr, S. Mopxex said, that it would be a gre: 
trading community if a change were inttoduced in the sy 
of proofs. The present formalities were quite e888 
the great majority of cases. To say whether a debt was o 
db: the bankrupt, ought to be an easy matter for the ssslense; 
if a doubt arose, then strict proof might be required. For 
himself, he would most willingly be spared the ne of 
going to the court to prove debts—a Liege which led to 4. 
great waste of time. It was this, along with other objection- 
able things, which induced mercantile men to make | 
ments out of court, instead of taking advantage of the is 
which the law afforded. g 

Mr. C. Worpswortu, Q.C., did not see the x 
proying debts at a public sitting. False and fraudulent proofs 
were certainly the exceptions, and it did not se “oabt 
necessary that debts, as to which there could no doubt, 
should be proved at a public sitting, There was the ery 
to check the proofs by his own knowledge; there was the 
official assignee, who was in, possession of the books; and, if a 
proof were disputed, let it then be brought before the commis- 
sioner. Even if this did not save expense, it would save 
trouble and time. OT 

Mr. Jackson thought the question was simply whether the 
proof of a debt was to be made without an oath, He thought 
there would be no security if an oath were dispensed with. 

Mr. H. F, Brisrowe was in favour of the mode of proving 
debts as proposed in Lord John Russell’s Bill. A hg! 
declaration would be all that was necessaty, Making a fi 
declaration would be punishable as a misdemeanour. All 
statements. of account would be examined by the assi aud 
the Court would expunge proofs of any debts which, 
tigation, did not appear to be due. 

Mr. LinKLaTER was surprised that Mr, Morley should take 
the trouble of going to the court to prove debts, as he it do 
so more conveniently, and at small expense, by an Wit, 
He thought the solemnity of an oath was necessary to guard 
against fraudulent proofs. 

he motion was carried. 

The further consideration of the report was adjourned to 

Monday, May 9th, at eight o’clock. 


JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 


The fortnightly meeting of the members of this society was 
held on Monday night at the rooms, St. Martin’s-place, Tra- 
falgar-square, Mr. Baron Bramwell in the chair, The paper 
for the evening was one prepared by Mr. Ludlow on “Land 
Registers, Share Registers, and Stock Registers.” It was, in 
the absence of the author, read by Mr. Wm, Best. ah y e 


Ves- 


day, that there is not in the nature of things anything which 
ought to render the sale and transfer of land more difficult than 
the sale and transfer of stock, shares, or ships. This doctrine 
the paper denied, upon the ground that it went on the assump- 
tion that there was some similarity between the kinds 

property trafisferred, whereas such was not the case. The 
who sent his broker into the Stock Exchange to 
him any amount of stock or a certain number of 
know from whom or from how many persons the 
required was obtained; and as they were all of the same. 
A.’s not being better or worse than B.’s, the knowledge of. 
former holder was a matter of no importance. All. 

éver, was not of the same value, as a few square feet.in 
might be worth more than a hill side in es, an 
when a man wished to make a oe te 
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Avmission of Attorneys. 


Queen's 


Bench. 


It AND ON THE Last Day or Easter Team, 1859. 


Clerk's Name and Residence. 


PERE R ae eb e meh e ee eee eR eee H ETE HEHEHE HEE HH eee rartbeeebenssees 


Jeb e dee sewed esses srebeweeeessesne 


'-inn, Temple 
I ee ee nie aes ; and London-' 
Weirdale Villa, Earl’s-street, Kensington ; 
3 Brighton, and Lewisham... 
elie: to 1h, Rocteston De IWerioonn 
Eccleston-place, Belgrave-road. . 


To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 
W. Anstie, Devizes. 
. Keith, Norwich. 
; J. G. Bonner, London-stréeet. 
— 


set sesece 


Pee eee eae eeee 


and Henrietts-street, Cavendish-square. ase Mi 


beg at iitie ; 


Settee eb ereresemereses 


RTE ewe e eee eereresseeeessesios . 


Last ‘hx or Easter Linsey 1859. 


erate Junction-road, U; Holloway 
ly-place, Holborn; Brooksby ett 


y-street, Liverpool-road; and Bous- 


‘street, Gray’ s-inti-road ; and Noel-st 
park 


; Manchester-s 
uth ; and South-place, K 


eeeeeeesoee 


3 and Hioiyweli-street, ‘Westininster 
Sere i 1, vay East, Regent-square 


@ Frederick: -road ; and Bury St. Edmund’s 
aoe Middlesex ; and Stonefield-terrace Cioudesley-sq. 
Bath.. 


Pew eere eer erreersees 





ian Roane-strest AdcteRuaebisihnAantis pa0cacssciese og 
TAKING OUT AND RENEWAL OF 


; and 3, sii -inn, Temple 


W. Bruce, Leeds; E. Butler, Leeds. 
R. Rose and J. Parrott, Aylesbury. 
Ww. ‘ ten Malmesbury. 

W. J Serjeants’-inn, Temple. 

A. RB. "Steale, 44, Bloomsbury-square. 


F. T. Fenton, Gravesend; H. Edwards, Ely-placé. 
J. Smith, Birmingham 

J. G. H. Owen, Pontypool. 

J, Leech, » Mecenine 5 J. S. Harrison, Taunton. 


B. Evans, Newcastle Emlyn. 
Wilts. 


an, Stafford. 
J. Greene, Bury St. Edmunds. 
H. Scarman, Coleman-street ; F. Moon, Lothbury. 
H. E. Silvester, Beverley. 
. E. Leeds. 


G. 

R.N. , Forster, Ramee L. Jacobs, Crosby-square. 
J. P. bury ; C. W. Squarey, Salisbury. 
M. T. Gunn, Sloane-street, AS * ‘ 
CERTIFICATES. 


Easter Term, 1859. 
Kitson, Edward Bellamy, Middle Chinnock, Somerset. 


May 137TH, 1859. 


Barns, Joseph, New Malton. - 
Barton, George Henry, 2, Bloomfield-place, Pimlico. 


outh ; dnd Starston, Norfolk. 
Cambridge ; and Bathurst-street, Hyde- 


ward Bellamy, Middle Chinnock. 
5, Bedford: Russell-square ; and Gresham-st., City. 
William, 5, Church- Clapham. 





Marrack, Richard, 7, Com street Regent’s-square; Albert-street, 

Regent’s-park ; ag West, Regent-square.; and Bernard- 

street, Russell- , 
Read Doi, Twi 33, Cumberland- 
terrace, Regent’s-park. 
Edward, Marlborough. 

Smallbone, Thomas, Coventry. 
Thorpe, Roby Liddington, igen ed and Beeston. 
Waddington, Walter Oakley, Aigburth Priory, near Liverpool; and Bir+ 


mingham 
Ward, Reginald, 20, Albion-road, St. John’s Wood. 


READMISSIONS.—Last Day or Trinity Term, 1859. 


Rae, Joseph John, 29, Stoke Newington-green. 


| Wheeler, James, Wandsworth, 








Court Papers. 


Court of Chancery. 
GENERAL ORDERS igi APRIL 4, 1859. 


Orders are, as to nding, or hereafter to be com- 
to take effect on to al mt no depending, 


I. 
Orders the words have the several meanings hereby 
ba-sonetiinn & ibetaiinn ar tana een oe 
or re t to such con- 
1 ‘Words importing the the singular ber ponte ural ber, 
. num num 
words importing the plural number include ay num- 


ood 
+ roe importing the include females. 


Basin sl politic or corporate. 


cuanto any qua 


iS ee cet 


In 


the amount 


rs te tea or 
raw without a 
to these 


nt 


and the same sh: 
person as the 


or person, 
be filed. with 


febcer pes poo : ¢ 
passed and ente’ days after such filing as aforesaid 
same shall be entered for trial as hereinafter mentioned. 


entered for trial in the Cause 
proceeding is attached, and 

before the Court without a oar 

may apply to the Court to fix 
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summon a common jury for such trial, MORE Weer eee be Ge ee 
ee 


top Gieh by 2 sacl Jury mei pct pan poten} 
a the or rs or 
shall; ten days the least before the day pale fae trial, 
Gun cn & wantin’ o pollen ao cf exert daa GS ene 
coroner as and 


days at the least before the day fixed for such trial, to obtain on motion or 
petition of course, an Order for a special shall serve the same on 
the opposite party twelve days at the least, and on the sheriff or coroner, 
ten days at the least, before the day fixed for such trial, and the expense of 
such special jury shall in the first instance be borne by the 

the same; but if the Court upon such trial shall be of opinion that it was 
proper that such trial should be had by a special jury, the Court may give 


Where an order shall have been made for a special jury, such sheriff or 
coroner shall, in addition to the special jurors, summon twelve common 
such trial, in Back that, in page» a of a sufficient number 
jurors not being in attendance to make a jury, a tales may be 
the said Court or prayed for by either party, as hereinafter pro- 


: i 


f 
z 
E] 


y such common or special jury as aforesaid shall be 
sheriff or coroner to the solicitor or party or person who 
same, together with his return and the jury panel, 
jury panel shall, two days at the least before the day 
the Clerk of Records and Writs to be annexed to the 
XI. 
the trial shall have been specially directed by the Court to be by 
special jury, then in the event of there not being a sufficient number of 
— jurymen in attendance to make such jury, it shall be in the discre- 
tion of the Court whether or not to have such jury made up from the 
common jurymen in attendance. 


® PORES 
He 
a5 BBE 
ut 


Xil. 
special jury shall have been summoned at the instance of either 
party, without the special direction of the Court, then in the event of a 
sufficient. number of special jurymen not being in attendance to make such 
jury, the same shall, unless hevtieant chill sthaxetien Ghreth, be made <p 
the common jurymen im attendance, on the application of either 


XI. 
Either party shall be at liberty to apply by summons to a judge at 


HELE 


that is to say— ed 
& @, 


For. travelling expenses to the Under-Sherriff, showers, and jury- 
men, expenses actually paid if reasonable. 

Fee to the Under-She: when the distance does not exceed five 

distance exceeds five miles ae 

shall be necessarily absent more than | one day, 

day after the first, a further fee of 

the showers, the same as the Under-Sherif, ‘cal- 
ee a 

Sete en epee oe © ae > cece 

For each special juryman, pe 

Allowance for Seine wae the Under- er Sherif showers, and 
ese remem near ene per diem 050 

pot eon ws Arnab ag ma juryman whose residence shall 

more than five miles distant from the office of the 


-— oe 
=o - 
oc co 


-o 
oo 


jury, and the after any order for a view shall have been made 
be the same in all respects as are now or for the time 
shall be in force in the superior courts of common law, when a 





take out a summons before a Judge hee eine aa 


Court a sum of money, in respect of such hs pam 
liberty by ven and aut of mony shal be pal ino our accord- 
ingly, then in the event of:a:larger sum for damages not being calles eeaiat 
than the amount t 90 pil tap ecert, the plaintiff or party or person seeking 


such shall pay the costs of such trial or writ of inquiry in 


‘Vill. 

On the day appointed for.any , and previously to the commencement 
thereof, the record for trial with ea ee en ee 
thereto, shall be transmitted by the Clerk of Records and 
Registrar of the Court 
hom such trial is appointed to be had, by the or 

same ri 58 


Li 

5 
i 
z 
i 
E 
z 
§s 


Orders. 
Upon every such trial the adresses to the jury or to the Court, as the 
follows:—The party who begins, or his 


g 
g 
& 


evidence (if any), and the right to reply shall be the same as at 
force in the Superior Courts of Common Law on trials at Nisi 


XXII. 
Where the jury shall retire from the court to consider their verdict, 
they shall be taken charge of by the Usher of the Court ; 
thereto the Registrar of the Court shall administer to such Usher the 
to the form set forth in the Schedule to these Orders. 


XXIL . 
The verdict or finding of the jury, or of the Court, as the case may be, 
shall be indorsed by the Registrar of the Court on the Record for 
and shall be signed by him, and then returned to the Office 
of Records and Writs to be filed, and if the trial shall have been bya jury, 
then with the jury panel and the names of the jurors who were sworn in- 
dorsed thereon. ass 


xx 
The notice of any application for a new trial, whether to 
fore whom such trial shall have been had, or bn the Court of > 
Chancery, shall be given for the times follc say—If such 
trial sh have been had in Hilary, Trinity, or ‘ 
later than for the third seal after such terms respectively ; and if such 
trial shall have been had in Easter Term, or during the sittings after 


Hilary, Trinity, or Michaelmas Term, then not later than for the third 
motion day in the term then next ensuing. r 
Where the Court shall award damages to any party or person, by virtue 
of the powers contained in the second section of the Act, and shall 
order the amount of such damages to be assessed by a jury before any 


judge of one of the Superior Courts of Common Law at Nisi crak or at 
the assizes, or before the sheriff of any county or city, the 
to whom such damages shall be awarded shall be at iberty to sue out at 
the Office of the Clerks of Records and Writs, a Writ of be 
according to the form set forth in the Schedule to these Orders. 
XXV. 

The rules now in force in the Courts of Common Law relative to. Notices 
of Inquiry aay ee be ee ee ee ee 
quiry to be issued by virtue of the last preceding Orde 


XXVI. 

The return to the Writ of Inquiry of the verdict or inquisition, shall be 
in the form set forth in the Schedule to these Orders, and the Writ of In- 
quiry, with such return thereto, shall, within ten days after such return, 
be filed at the Office of the Clerks of Records and Writs, 

XXVIL. 

Any application to set aside the verdict or eneiien or such Writ 
of Inquiry, and to direct a new inquiry, shall be made ten 
after the filing thereof, exclusive of any days on which the Court to which 
such application ought to be made shall not be sitting. 

. VIEL. 
Either party — be at liberty to sue out at the Record and Writ Clerks’ 
subpoenas ad testificandum, and subpcenas duces tecum, to 
the attendance of witnesses on any trial according to the forms now, or 
which for the time being shall be in use in this court, or as near thereto 
as the circumstances of each case will admit. 


XXIX. 
The forms of proceedings contained in the Schedule to these Orders may 
be used in the cases to which they are applicable, with such siierensoes as as 
the circumstances of the case may render necessary ; nee and any variance 
therefrom, not being a matter of substance, shall not affect their validity 
or regularity. 
THe SCHEDULE ABOVE REFERRED TO. 
1. Form of Record for trial of a question or questions of fact. 


In Chancery. 
Title of Cause or Matter. 
By an Order made in this cause cones or, matter), dated &c., the Court hath 


ae oF ns of fact be tried by a j 
Court itself, (or, Gan as Gartleit without a jury) (that {5 
If more questions than one, number them 
consecutively, 1, 1 4 he. 


Whether, &. 
s, Ferm of ecard Sor Stak on fo enna et Ga ° 


Title of Cause or Matter, &c. 
Whereas, by an Order made in this cause (or, matter), dated &e,, the 








= ss CC 


it 


re 


Sake 
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Court hath awarded damages to the in respect of the matters in 

the said Order mentioned,’ and directed that the amount of such 

damages Sen eases Sy oat beter te, Cons Noe (or, before the 
} a 

question is, what amount of damages the plaintiff hath sustained b: 

shunt Cte Maat te ae nd Order meationeae Y 


forenoon precisely. And it is ordered that the said Sheriff do attend with 
the said jurors accordingly. 
: 4. Form of Order for a Special Jury. 

Title of Cause or Matter. 
Upon the humble petition, &c. It 
plaintiff (or, defendant) in the first instance, 
benominated by ballot out of the special-jurors 


! 
| 


instance.” 
5. Form of Order for a View. 
In Chancery. 
” . Title of Cause or Matter. 
Upon application, &c. It is ordered that the Sheriff of —— shall cause 
the place in question to be shown to six or more of the jury (or, if @ special 


ion 
more of the first twelve jurors), summoned and im- 


tins te con el te for the purpose of their 
called as piraetty ol meter Aygo emer el ). 


be had, or if a view shall be had by any of the said 
jurors, whether they shall happen to be six or any particular number of 
jurors be so mutually consented to as aforesaid, yet the said 
shall proceed, and no objection shall be made on account thereof. 


6. Form of Notice to Inspect and Admit. 


In Chancery. ° 
Title of Cause or Matter. 


Take notice that the (or, defendant) proposes to adduce in evi- 
dence on the trial in this cause the several documents hereunder 


and that the same may be inspected by the {°emmar } his solicitor or 














ORIGINALS. 
Description of the Documents. Date. 
Deed’ of Covenant between A, B. & C. D. 
et > F,, of the ist January, 1848. 
ture of Lease from 3 ° lst February, 1848. 
Indenture of Release, 

"IL ANES scdsec bases cok pacsseasnccs 2nd February, 1848. 
Letter Defendant to Plaintiff .. * Ist March, 1848, 
See edie he Alb an tre December, 1848, 

Dyk: cates ected by OD toned 

by E. F, and G. H, TORRE SEER ESSERE ERE ist May, 1840, 





Cortzs. 


7 





Description of Documtents. Dates. 


uy 
5° 
Mal is 





in the parish of X.vneenee Ist Jan., 1808. 


Letter from Plaintiff - Sent by General Post, 
fendant....... eeccccvccce Ist Feb., 1848. 2nd Feb., 1848. 
Notice to produce Papers.... | Ist Mar., 1848. | Served 2nd Mar., 1848, 
on Defendant’s Soli- 
citor, by E. F., of 


Letters Patent of King Chas. 
I. in the Rolls Chapel .... ist Jan., 1680. 











7. Form of Oath to be administered to the Jurors. 
You shall well and truly try the question (or, questions) between the 
ae @ true verdict give according to the evidence. So help you 


8. Form of Oath to be administered to a Witness. 
The evidence you shall give to the Court and jury (or, the Court, as the 
case may be) touching the matters in question, shall be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth. So help you God. 


9. Form in case the Witness has conscientious objections to take an Oath. | 
The witness is to repeat, after the Registrar, as follows, oye te Be 


that 
oath is, according to my religious belief, unlawful. And I do also solemnly 
and truly affirm and declare that the evidence I shall give to the Court and 
JET (er ab eas, cu ie coe Nay OH) een OS PE 
nothing but the truth. 


10. Form of Oath to be taken by the Usher of the Court, on Jury retiring to 
consider their Verdict. 


You shall well and truly keep this jury in some private and convenient 
place, without meat, drink, or fire Sb wy Magne You shall not 
suffer any person to speak to them, neither s 
self, without leave of the Court, except to ask them if they are agreed on 
their verdict. 

11. Form of Writ of Inquiry before the Sheriff. 

Victoria, by the Grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 

cpa, Daleaterst ie Ds eee ee 
Master of in 


ul 
i 
tis 
Fay 
i 
i 
af 
ih 
rill 





f 
E 
as 
E 


upon take under your seal, and the seals of those 
take that inquisition, together with this writ. Witness 
minster, the —— day of —— in the —— year of our reign. 


12, Form of Writ of Inquiry to a County Palatine. 


f 
ik 


Victoria, by the Grace of God of the United om. of Great Britain 

Queen, Defender of the Faith. To Chancellor of Our 
county palatine of Lancaster, his de, there, greeting. Whereas 
(as in Jorm). But because it is unknown to- Our said Court 
what the said A. B. hath sustained by means of the premises 
aforesaid. Deretrs, ue crmment. yen. Ee Oe et ae eee 
of Our said county palatine, to be duly made and directed to the Sheriff 
of the same county, you command the said Sheriff, that by the oath of 
twelve good and lawful men of his bailiwick (if by a special jury, add the 
words as in preceding form), he diligently inquire what damages the 
said A. B. hath sustained by means of the premises aforesaid, and that 
you send to Us in Our said Court of Chancery, on the —— day of —— the 
inquisition which the said Sheriff shall thereupon take under his seal, and 
Ce mee & Same ty thes Oe a ee ee eee 


this writ. 
Witness Ourself at Westminster, the —— day of ——, in the —— year 
“13. Form of Inquisition on Writ of Inquiry. 


ne eneceraancinanenares 
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Siena tases gual sat eviet ween of your talliwick (Wty special jury, 
oad here the othe Mh ee end scctagdle onset wing Tonal we’ beta 
resieant-soguset weverting tye) 10 Our said Justices 


of on the —— day pip hago in the OS Saray Oe 
in ‘the forenoon thes dey, to diligensly ingnite. 9p on their 
bel «hac mes gpa! the said A. sustained by means 
and that you, the said Sheriff, have on that day 
before the said Justices of Assize, this writ. We likewise command Our 
the inquisition before them taken, to Us in 
estminster, on the —— day of —— next, 
together wih the names of chose by whowe au uch ition shall be 
en, and that they also have then there this writ. W: Ourself at 
Westminster, the —— day of —— in the —— year of Our : 
CuELmsrorp, C. Ricup. T. Kinpersizy, V.C. 
Joun Romiuty, M.R. Joun Sruart, V.C, 
J. L. Knicut Broce, L.J. W. P. Woop, V.C. 
G. J. Turner, L.J. 


& 
_ 


Births, Marriages, and mr. 
BIRTHS. 


the wife of Edwin Ball, Esq., of a daughter. 
16, at Lite arch, beer Derty, Mrs, F, J. Jessopp, pre- 
son, which hours. 





sss0rP—On Av 


wane survived ya a few 
ORK — On Api 19 ®. at 90 Sutherland. square, Walworth, hrs, Chasies 
James Waghorn, of a daughter. 
WHRRE RS On A0ph 11, the mite of ie, John F. Webster, Solicitor, 7 Ser- 
’-inn, of a son 


MARRIAGES. 


SON: —On April 14, at the chusch of 8. Dennis, Walm- 
ee. Robert Bell, of Dumfries, to Louisa, youngest daughter 


the late James ienson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
BUTTERFIELD —' MAYSTON — On June 20, 1858, at the Independent 
Great Lonsdale-street West, Melbourne, Mr. T. Butterfield, late 
iverpool, to Annie, youngest daughter of the late William Mayston, 
Barrister, of London. 


KNAPP—On April 16, at St. Raviont'p, Chaleen. by the Bev, 
M.A., Rector of Stifford, Essex, Thomas, eldest son 
, Of Stifford, Esq., to Frances Josephine Cuborion, 


& 


ies 


, of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
HAYWARD—. IERSON—On Feb. 26, at Captain G. F. Hay- 
ward, H. M.’s 17th B. N. 1., and fourth surviving son of the late 
W. Hayword, Esq., Solicitor, Cambridge, to Mary, daughter of 
W. Anderson, Political 't of Serohee and Johdpoor. 
SHEMVINGTON.ATHILE On April 9, at St. John’s ’ 
Essex, by the Rev. Joseph Tyrrell ry 
Esq., Advocate, to Eliza Amelia, second daughter of the late George 
Athill, Esq., of Bridge- ; 
SPRAGUE—S April 13, at St. 


WEATHEBBY. April 14, at Fareham, by the Rev. Wil- 
liam D. Edward Weatherby, Esq., to 
daughter of Thomas F. Kelsall, Esq. 


Gnclaimed Stock in the Bank of Lngland. 


The Amount ponies Sastinn & Be Aaa Sate wit Se 
wena ae same, unless other Claimants 


o Stock 
pn aap ag ay ne 
appear within Three M 





CE eene 


Phang Wits, Gent., Union-street, Two Dividends on £700 
= by ~ GRrorcr and Monnis Levinson, 


; North Stanley, Yorkshire, deceased, £50 Reduced. 
Taran, the sole executor 
; = Lieut. 4th Dragoon Guards, £4,200 71 10 


eat, Sesand, £8 par ann Long Asmuites 










Meir at Raw and West of Bin. 
Aesniaywe santana 


Shout Ne Ni ee ogg 
’ inor Bae 2 
District of of th the Court of Chancery, 4 Nor 


———_>—_——_ 
Estate xchange Meport. 


(For the week ending April 14th, 1859.) 
Avr THE Mart.—By Messrs. Norton, Hosearr, & Tater. 
Leasehold Residence, Mare-street, Hackney ; held for 28 for 28 pears rom 
day, 1859; i-rent of £50 per annum ; estimated value # wie 
annum. id for £550. 
——— Houses, Nos. 6 & 7, Black i Beeeony, Farringdon-street, esti- 
mated annual value, £50.—Sold for £500. 
By Messrs. Baker & Mortey. 
Leasehold House, No. 53, Westbourne- Villas, beg ope term, 91 
Lares pp 1845 ; ground-rent, £5 per annum ; let at £45 per ann. 


Legal Dcling- Dweling-howse, on tm ise a Dp 
from April, 1856 ; per 


annum ; fot af £38 ha fan ode = HF 
By Mr. Maps. 
Pia ais prem. a er nies” ences 0 
versionary Interest in £5,449 : 1h t 9 thane gar Gast, Bor 


uced Bank Annuities, receivable on the death of 
bar >) for £2,760 


A Policy for £3,000 in the fn 


A Gravesend and W: 





a Lady now aged 64. 
nited Kingdom Life the life of 
marerads, 


Thirty Fift aad Wotan Fa yin the te Biche Be Bt 
"Aniulty Bockety. —Sold for £1 a? 


A Policy of Assurance, for £250 in pre Signe itish and 
Insurance Company, on the life of H. Ge bine at Cambdlge 


Sold for £26. 
A Eeler of Aomanaee 2 £1,000 in the I £24, General Late Often on 
By Mr. no Govtnanrs. 


the life of a Gentleman aged 62 years. 
Freehold Detached Residence, “ Portland Lodge,” Peckham-road, Peck- 
ham ; estimated annual value, £100.—Sold for £1,420. 

By Messrs. Dawe, Sueru, Son, & OakLey, 
Freehold Ground-rent of £15 per annum, arising from No. 1, Kensington- 


park Gardens. for £450. 
Freehold Ground-rent of £20 per annum, arising out of No, 2, ditto — 


srachehd Goound-vent of £15 per annum, secured on No. 3, ditto—Sold 
Prec Ground-rent of £15 per annum, secured on No. 4, ditto.—Sold 
ye > pace of £16 per annum, secured on No. 6, ditto.—Soid 
ae ~y | esac of £20 per annum, secured on No. 9, ditto.—Sold 
Freehold Ground- -rent of £15 per annum, secured on Nos. 20 to 22, ditto. 
Freehold Samaras SS oe sm secured on Nos, 6, 6, & 7, 


Freehold Ground-rent of 50 pet annum, secured on Nos. 0 18, dit 
—Sold for £1,500. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £16 per annum, secured on No. 1, Ladbroke- 
square.—Sold for £480. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £16 per annum, secured on Nos. 4 to 6, ditto.— 
Sold for £480 each. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £14 per annum, secured on Nos, 7: 8, ditto.— 
Sold for £440 each, 

Resbat Ground-rent of £16 per annum, secured on No. 18, ditto.—Sold 


Ground-rent of £16 per annum, secured on No. 19, ditto.—Sold 


Freehold Ground-rent of £8 per annum, secured on Four sets of Coach- 
Be ee rf os to % 
on 
v Welle byt f per annum, secured jos, 3 
Freehold Ground rent of £9 pet annum, secured on Mos. 1 % 6, Vietorla- 


terrace.—Sold for 
Fi wohl Grouse tele 10:0 annum, secured 
“Aitto. —Sold for 4140. ” al . mn Het 1B He 


Prechoid Ground-rent of £6 per annum, scared on Not} 06 Harry 


creséent.—Sold for 

Freehold Ground-rent of £19: 10:0 or don on Nos. } & 2, 
bilge ae arom ~ joes wre 
Freehold Ground-rent secured on Nos. 9 to 11, Chep- 
ton Vilas sate ate A , 


Freehold Santens & te annum, secured on Nos. 1 & 3, Chep- 

er, | FreholdGpopntrent of £10 Chepstow 

peng ony per annum, secured qn Wo. 5, 

in | recaléGroand-fent ct £10 yer annymapecared on No.6, dito 

7 trent of £37: 10: :0 per annum, secured on “ Pembridge 
£2 a 

a LS ye ome, aval Tee & 23, Pem- 

eehold Ground-rent of £12 per annum, secured on No. 27, dittor—Bold 


—— combed for Soop Samay snonen om" ean pte” 


; eee coe 










“—s 


P 0 TrTmhUcCCUcO 


rn. ee me 


ir - oa 


es Bp TF @RBa VY VY PPT eT SP TF ee 


ade 











el oie 9 lo 


+ 10:0 per annum, secured on Nos. 2, 3, 4, & 
tof £1 10: 0 per annum, secured on No. 5, ditto.— 
Grond-rent of 8: 8:0 per annum, secured on No. 8, ditto.— 
Ground-rent of £8:8:0 per annum, secured on No. 9, ditto.— 
-rent of £31 per annum, secured on Nos. 10 to 13, ditto. 
a of £8: 8:0 per annum, secured on No. 14, ditto.— 

v7 yr a of £2 per annum, secured on Nos. 15 to 19, ditto.— 
Pte Comey manne, 10 :'0 per annum, secured on No. 3, Ledbury- 

~road —S0ld for £210. 

‘Ground-rent cf £2 per annum, secured on No. 4, ditto.—Sold for 
Freehold Gronnd-rent of £8 per annum, secured on No. 6, ditto.—Sold for 
pity 10: 0 per annum, secured on Nos. 1,2, & 3, 
rch cre 0 per sno, re on Nos. 5, 6, & 7, ditto. 

Bad fo mand-rent of £4 yer annum, scared on Nos. 8 & 9, ditto.— 


Freehold Ground-rent of 5 per annum, secured on Nos. 14,15, & 16, ditto. 
—Sold for £280. 
By Mr. Marsx. 


var br aa ouses, Nos. 1 oh Sp 8, Gene Hh, Bermondsey ; let at 


Canonbury park Sou South ; term, 894 years from 
BLE eet rent, per annum ; let at £53 


per annum.— 


RE Ti et Oanenberr-pe South; same term, &c.—Sold 


for 
By Messrs. Hepcer & Davies. 


House, No. 42, Han’s-place, Sloane-street, Knightsbridge ; hela 

aribeinaen suniene tae ground-rent, £5 per annum ; let at 

supramn—sd or20. 
By Messrs. Ventom & Son. 


esa oda ean 196 & 197, Bermondsey- 






ndeextensive Stabling r; the whole 
en er, 1819, at £75 annum; the dwell- 
Stablin let on lease at per atmum.—Sold for 
By Mr. Cusiame Havann. 
rr 3, Greville-place, Kilburn ; term, 60 years unex- 


Saree J  sesrascaneons i 10:0 per annum ; let at 


Mecisbie, ‘Middle-row, ; held for 
Bctrect po aig yg eg 


ee 
English Funds. 


Mon..| Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
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annum, secured on No. 1, Adelaide- * 
































Wed. | Thur. |. Fri. 
ee 61 ° se 
Bristol é 7% ti al te ° as 
eccccpee 7 80 . ° 
Chester and Holyhead.. ve id . 4 
Counties ......| 58 | 87 7 sai: ps 
Eastern Union A. Stock. ri : , w Me. o. 
Ditto B. Stock . 30 30 ° 965 . 
oneness 1 
Edinburgh and | 713 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee 27 yt . 
ww & South-Westn.| .. PA on ee o« 
Great “gre oncece 101 o 100f | 101} 
Ditto A. Stock ....| .. piv 85 86 5 oe ae 
Ditto B. Stock Pr ee ee ee ee ee 
Gt. South & West. (ire) 1048, “a ye a si 
reat ET cccccece 57; os os 
wai one . G. Stk, - ee : os os ee es 
Lon. Bi nton & 8. Coast a ity id the es de 
London. -Wstrn.. 4 ee eo 
London & South-Westrn. wt 91 1 i ‘F ee 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 38 ee a ow 
Midland ...........0 100 | 1013 | 1 10t “J eS 
Ditto Birm. & Derby} .. oe ee es ee os 
SEL. asicceckvencess 58 ee ee 574 8 oe oe 
North British ........ 555 55k 6 56 e es 
North-Eastern (Brwck.)| 90 a 4 
Ditto Leeds ...... 455 6 | 45% 4 es a 
Ditto York ........ 743 7 143 2 ne 
North London ........ ee ee 
Oxford, Were.& Wolyer.| . 3233) .- res 
Scottish Central ..... 7 107 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk. ° os ° 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.) .. 82 814 es 
Shropshire Union...... &e . ee 
oo we ons sscice ae sai g | cobs | cad 4. 
-Eastern ........ “0 
South Wales ......... ar } ae 
Vale of Neath ...... os] ee ee oe 
—-— vs 
London Gazettes. 
TuEsDayx, April 19, 1859. 


BLEACKLEY, Grorct, Brewer, Sun Brewery, Salford. &: Sone, Pall Mal 
11; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Cooper 


Pat. 9. 
re. Cabinet Maker, Westgate-st., Gloucestershire. Com. Hil : 
ane, ena Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sols, Lovegrove, 


COWAN, Josern, ‘Coun Metchamt, Liverpool. er, North Johtrot Liver: 
seme Pes er Bk ves Turner. Sol. Banner, North John-st., 


DURRELL, Jemrn, pd Goma, 2a Briggate Mills, N 
Walsham, Norfolk. Com. Fonb! May 3, at’ 1; and ast 
pk Basinghall-st. Of. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Sole, Turner, a 


68 Aldermanbury ; or Miller, ‘Son, & Bugg, Norwich. Pet. 6 
EDWARDS, Joan, Boot & Shoe Maker, ee 


‘See been ali OF. Ass. Seis. Powell 
LEESON, Bana, Leer 


Sol. M 
JOYNER, Rosert, Grocer, Mil-st., pS nag Liverpool. Com. Perry: 
ae el ih; Sol. 
at Liverpoa ea a oy ss. Cazenove. Pemberton, 


aay hye LP ape 18 1 Of, Aas, Morgans Sel Cay . 


Com. Fi 
RICH AR “ Sule, Bushey-heah, Hert onblangue: 
May 2 & aha 3 nang OP 4 ony 


al and J at 11; Basinghall-st. , 
Plews, ‘ion Od enh ebers Mie April 16. 
MEETINGS 70R PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Tussparx, Apri 19, 1859. 
Conzins, Frepgaick, Pawnbroker, 116 & 117 Drurylane. May 10, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. : 


Eatanp, Epwie Natuanrst, Plumber, Birmingham. May 12, at 11; Bir- 
Houmas, Tuomas, Bookseller, 76 St. Paul’s-churchyard. ay 1h Shae 


Wheres RS EDS tng ms 
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Oswatp, Georce, Corn Merchant, Fishburn, Durham. April 29, at 11.30; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; by adjt. from April 15, at 12. 

Pavirt, WiatiaMm, & Daten Pavrrt, Millers, 30 Alfred-st., Bow-rd., and 
Georce Pavitt, Myddleton-rd., Kingsland-rd. (Pavitt & Co., 247 Wap- 
ping, and 24 Mark-lane). May 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Roseats, Wiit1aM, Grocer, King’s Lynn. May. 11, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Surra. Epwarp, Woolstapler, 116 Raaeti-s,3 , Bermondsey. May 12, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Watson, a Innkeeper, Hartlepool. * May’ 12, at 11.30; Newcastle- 


upon-' 
ie CERTIFICATES. 

To be aLLowED, unless Notice be given, and.Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 

Turespay, April 19, 1859. 

Cooke, Grorcr Francis, Lime Burner, Wouldham, Kent, Chelsea, and 
Battersea ; also of 30 King-st., Cheapside, there practising as attorney. 
May 10, at } ; Basinghall-st. 

Coorer, JosEra, Baker, 61 Friar-st., Blackfriars-rd., and Gray’s-inn-lane, 
Holborn. May 12, at 1; Basingh all-st. 

Dean, Micuart ‘Hottoway, Grocer & Druggist, Ashbourne, Derby. May 
10, ‘at 11; Nottingham. 

Hite, JouN, jun., Lace Manufacturer, Lenton, Nottingham. May 10, at 

; Nottingham. 

Hus Tuomas, Broker, Liverpool, May 10, at 11; Liverpool. 

Lockie, Georce, Hotel & Lodging-house Keeper, Depeche, Clee- 

thorpe, Lincolnshire... May 11, at 12; eT conn! 

Macuin, Jesse, & Wittiam CATLING, Shipping Commission Agents, 
7-Skinners-pl., Sise-lane. May 11, at 12; Basinghall-st 

Messer, Joan James, Optician, 19 & 20 Upper King-st., Commercial-road 
East. May 11, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Newron, or yg Henry, Builder, Stratford, Essex. May 12, at 1; 

-st. 


Satmuon, Henny Corwen, Share Dealer, late of 38 Cobourg-st., Plymouth, 
usly of Sigford, near Ashburton, formerly of Shute, near Totness. 
May 12, aA 11; Exeter. 
Srppons, Wittiam, Timber Merchant, Kingscliffe, Northamptonshire. 
May 11, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Wasuien, Gzorcs, Draper, Curry Rivel, Somersetshire. May 11, at 11; 


To be DELIVERED, unless AppEal be duly entered. 
TuespaY, April 19, 1859. 
Aten, Wi1114M, Boot & Shoe Maker, Wellingborough, Northamptonshire. 
April 6, 2nd class. 
ARNSBY, Grorce Extns, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Earl’s Barton, North- 
amptonshire. April 4, 2nd class, to be suspended 6 months from Dec. 8. 
wre Tuomas Barrett, Tailor, 6 Middle-row, Knightsbridge. April 
Bayuis, Ricuarp Castle Joner, Shoe Mercer, 3 Lilly Pot-lane, and 36 
Jewin-st. April 7, 2nd class, to be suspended 3 months 
Fouxett, Henry, Ship Builder, Dartmouth.’ April 13, 2nd class, to be 
suspended 4 months. 
Gover, Epwarp Tuomas, Stationer, Bull’s Head-ct., Newgate-st. April 
12, 3rd class, to be suspended 6 months from Mar. 11. 
Hatt, Henry Joun, Ship Broker, Mark-lane-chambers, Mark-lane. April 
13, 3rd class, after having been suspended 6 months. 
Haves, W —_ ao eg Outfitter, Liverpool. April 8, 3rd class, to be sus- 
m 
Hicks, James, Shoemaker, Gt. Driffield, Yorkshire. April 13, 3rd class. 
Hitt, Caaries Wiiiiam, Anvil Maker, Birmingham. A) 









































April 5. 
— Master Golpenee & Builder, 914 Long- 
Licensed ‘Victualler, Sudbury, Suffolk. April 14, 3rd 
be suspended 6 months. 


ie mee im, CHARLEs Fox, Master Mariner, 6 John-st., Minories. April 
Roots, Gzoxor, Stone Merchant, Ospringe, Kent, and of Faversham. April 
6, 3rd class, to be suspended 6 
Pamir Wii11aM, Spade & Shovel Manufacturer, Smethwick, 
Staffordshire. April 18, 2nd class. 













1 ty come & Henry Mutts, Newspaper Proprietors, Chester. April 

, class. 

Warts, Atrzep, & Tuomas ' Warrsey, a Bletchynden-ter. 
‘and Millbrook-rd., Freer 8. Mar. 22, 3rd class 






Leominster. “Apel! 16 ~~ 
Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Torsparx, April 19, 1859. 
Ricuarpsor, James, Henny Ricnarpson, & Nicnotas CHARLes GoLD, 
Law & Solicitors, York (J. & H. Richardson & Gold) ; by 
mutual consent, so far N. the business 
‘will be carried on by J. & H. Richardson. 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tuxspay, April 19, 1859, 














Setter: ¥ iiedth,, Grocer wat &: Comdan 


Eldridge, N Isle of Wight. 
nines Howite, Cintmis lasiee, Weter-st;, Lianelly. Mar. 23. Trustees, 
CA. Hill, Merchant, 10 Milk-st., Bristol J. Douglas, Timber Mer- 
chant, the Docks, Lianelly. ol. Hill, Bristol; or Tate, Llanelly. 
Woouey, Cuantes, Draper, Horsham. Mar. 26. Trustees, S. Lowry, 
po age =f Wood-st., London; W. White, jun., Warehouseman, 
Cheapside. ol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 



















Davies, Resecca, Glanonney, Brecon (who died in or dill ts waa the month o of 
Doe. 6m.  Y depigeaammvacsdand Robert Harris, jun., and others, V. C, 
y 

Hansoury, Mary, Matfield-green, Brenchley, Kent (who died in or about 

ow of Sept., 1855). Arckoll and others v. Daun and another, 

y2 

Ketso, Epwarp per Francis, Esq., Horkesley-pk., Essex i died in or 

about the month of Oct , 1857). Kelso wv Kelso, M. R. May 26. 

May, Josepu, Cheesemonger, 19 Barnsbury-pl., ag (who died in or 

about the month of Sept., 1857). May v. May, V.C. Kindersley. May 26, 

Puxuey, Jonn LAVALLIN, Esq., Lietherllestry, Carmarthen ee died in or 

about the month of Nov., 1856). Puxley and another v. John Simon 

Lavallin Puxley and others, V.C. Wood. May 16. 

ScHOFIELD, JouNn, Wine & Spirit ny Oldham (who died in or about 
the month of Nov., 1857). Bradbury and another v. Schofield and 
another, V. C. Wood. May 13. 

SieEMAN, Major-Gen. Witt1AM Henery, Hon. E.LC., Lucknow bd died 
in or about the month of Feb., 1856), Sleeman v. Sleeman, V. C. Kin. 
dersley. May 31. 


GMindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
TuespaY, April 19, 1859. 

British Cotontan & Foretcn Sucar Company.—V. C. has 
appointed Frederick Whinney, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, Official 
ger of this Company. 

Caz Cynon Mintnc Company.— The Master of the Rolls has ap- 
pointed Robert Palmer Harding, Accountant, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, 
Official Manager of this Company. t 

Davurope Coprer Mintnc Company.—The Master of the Rolls has 

removed Mr. John Davis, Accountant, 56 King William-st., from: his 

office as Official Manager, and has appointed Mr. William Henry 

M‘Creight, of Gray’s-inn, to be interim Manager until foods, ese 

n Official Manager. Meeting for appointment of Manager, 


of a 
April 27, at 2. 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
ToEspay, April 19, 1859. 

Dick, Witt1am, & Co., Potato Merchants, Dumbarton and Alexandria, 
and WALTER M‘Inpoz, Alexandria. April 25, at 12; Elephant-inn, Dum- 
barton, . April 13. 

MILLIKEN, Davin, Draper, ——— April 22, at 2; Facalty-hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 

Scorr, THOMAS, Seaety of 111 caused ee: » Rae se, ae of Clyde- 
st., Edinburgh. April . at 2; Stevenson’s-rooms, Andrew’s-sq., 
Edinb urgh., Seg. April 14. 

SOMERVILLE, GEORGE, Power-Loom Tenter, 15 Sydney-st., pam eg April 
26, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 14 








TEETH. 
NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES; composed of substances better suited, che- 
mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring accuracy, 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any tion. From the sete sa 
of the “—" employed pressure is entirely ob 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, ae muborials of 
iS eo’ et can be su mptechmecdecwh mde na charges only by 
Messrs RIEL, THE BLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 
33, LUDGATE-HILL, a 10, 0, REGENT-STREET, 
aeetesy observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
, Duke-street. Consultati: 


ion gratis. 

“ Messrs. Gabriel’s improvements are truly 
visit to their establishments; we have seen 
order relating thereto.” —“ Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. - Avoid ‘imitations, 
which are injurious. 





NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
oved from 61). 


Rem 
By Her Masesty’s Rovat Lerrens Patent. 
WLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 
Artificial Teeth, and Palates. 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, LOWER GROSVENO: R-STREET, 
Soak aa nails edn sata be 
with te saat shoal te perfection and Y-PRE- 
PARED WHITE. and GUM-COLOURED TINDLA-RUBBER, ao @ lining to 
the gold or bone frame. si las ie " - 
$ edges are pf name hl = 


with the most unerring accuracy, 
the softness and flexibili of the agent employed, 
given to the ings des ats ge eet 
acids of the mouth exert no agency on the che- 


tion of the gums, 
mically-prepared , and, as it is a non-conductor, fluids of any 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, of smell and 


all 
= ame time wholly provided against by the peculiar nature 
its preparation. 


of 
ONDON CRYSTAL PALACE, : Regent-circus, 


Oxford-street, and Great Portland 
ing is NOW OPEN to th to the Public, for the SALE of all a BEYUL 
and FANCY AR A 


Phosgnaghe Con: 
tt Room, and Ladies i 











servatory, General aaeat Btanon 
Room, with Retiring Rooms attac replete in their se 
ments.—ADMISSION FREE. ped, axe 
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Supsoriners’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING | solicitor has been appointed to the City of Westminster, 
TERMS:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, In sEPt- | and two solicitors are now candidates for:the South- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, | wark appointment, which is vested in the Common 


4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE | Council of the City of London. The j 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
FOR 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 


udges of county 
courts have the privilege of appointing their own officers 


FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS in conformity with the Act of Parliament, and in ‘the 


TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 


case of High Bailiff are not restricted to the pro- 


THE Soicrrors’ JOURNAL & REporTER is published every fession, though we know of no instance where a 


in time for the early trains, and may be 


has been appointed high bailiff of a borough under the 


direct "from the Office, ov through any Bookseller or | 4 system; and from the nature of the duties of the 
Wibong 


procured 
News Agent, on the day of 


In answer to numerous applications from Subscribers desirous of } appoint a solicitor, who w 
making up their Sets of the WEEKLY REPORTER, the Pub- 


office, it would certainly seem Lat 9d every instance, 
certainly 


/ 


to discharge them than a gentleman whose educa- 


lisher begs respéctfully to announce, that the whole of the back | ton has been completed under the drill serjeant. 
numbers i dir 


are now , and that all the Volumes are on 
sale. The first four volumes can be supplied at a very reduced 


price : 





— 


THE NEW CHANCERY ORDERS. 


The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ JouRNAL AND WEEKLY Pe ee a “at last be —- a Bee oad 
REPORTER, ts 2/. 12s. per annum, and for the JOURNAL ence to p A under Sir Hugh Cairns’ Act 
witHout Reports ll. 14s. 8d., which includes all Supple- 


ments, Title, Index, $c. gc. Post Office Orders crossed | of some jocularity and surprise that, al 
“§ Co.,” should be made payable to Witt1aM Draper, 59, | has been in operation since the Ist of Novem! 1 
Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the BRANcH Monry-orpeER | Not a single case has occurred in which a court of — 


OrFicE, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 


of 
last year (21 & 22 Vict. c. 27). It has been the subject 


has availed itself of the aid of a jury, as it :migh 
done under the provisions of the statute. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


plications for a jury have been made, and 
various pec gap Peters v. Rule. (7 W. R. 171), 
pein atau Wood. was oa oa 
escape from trying a question of legi > Wi 

pos i Sig x be peund theta online 
been retained for a trial of an issue at common law. 
His Honour stated that, on consulting with the other 


The Parliamentary return, which will be found below, | JU of the court, he had found it was 
is the best proof how just is the feeling of disappoint- cult to lay down “any al rule as to 
ment which has been entertained by the profession and | Whether a case should be tried by this Court or. by 


the public generally for some time in respect of the | 2. Court of Common Law;” and that he was not 
shortcomings of the Divorce Court. The public, in- | disposed to order a trial with a jury in his court in an 
deed, were perhaps scarcely prepared to learn how great | case without special grounds, unless both parties con- 


y 


is the arrear of cases of dissolution of marriage which | curred in the request. In George v. Whitmore (7 W- R. 
there is no immediate prespect of having decided. Sir | 225) the Master of the Rolls considered that —— 


C. Cresswell, the other day, intimated that some remed. 
would be found before long. He gave no hint whether it 


construction of the Act was, that wherever 
old practice you might have an issue, you may now have 


was to consist in a new arrangement with his common | @ trial before the Court itself and a jury. If this be so, 
law coadjutors, or in the creation of another perma- | the Act will, of course, prove a dead letter; its great 


nent member of the new Court. From the language 
employed by his Lordship, however, there is very little 


object being to save the taking of evidence a second time, 
which, of course, cannot be effected, if first oumust bring 


doubt that the scheme for extending the judicature of | 00 the cause in the ordinary way, with the written evi- 


the Court has been determined upon. If it be other- 
wise, we hope that so important a step may not be 
taken without consulting those who are competent to 
advise upon the matter. 


The following is the substance of the return to which 
we allude :— 

Since January, 1858, 228 petitions have been filed for Divorce; 
184 of these by husbands, and 104 by wives. 37 dissolutions 
of marriage were decreed, and six petitions were refused; 143 
cases were undefended ; 184 cases were set down for trial at the 
date of the returns; 165 were appointed to be tried by the full 
court without juries; 24 by the full court with juries; and 13 by 
the Judge Ordinary and jury. The petitions for judical sepa- 
rations were 105—8 by husbands and 97 by wives.—Of these 


28 were decreed, and 3 refused; 15 cases were undefended, and 
6 are now down for trial, 





A correspondent asks of us whether we consider a 
solicitor a fit mn to fill the office of high bailiff of a 
county court? The j of the Westminster County 
Court has just appointed his son, who, our co: dent 
informs us, was a lieutenant in a regiment of the line, 
and present at the assault of Delhi. His predecessor, 
the late Mr. Smedley, was a member of the legal ~ 
fession. Besides being county court high bailiff, he held 
the more important of high bailiff to the City and 
Li of Wi , ‘two appointments 


‘were, a recent Act of aban Wha. seg ° 
uthwark. 


was the case with similar offices at 


No, 122, 


Pp 

are wholly consistent with the enactment on which they 
profess to be based. The third section of the Act makes 
it lawful for the Court - — if it shall think 
fit, to cause any question of fact arising in any suit or 
proceeding to be cried by a jury before itself. If the 
principle of V. C. Wood's decision were made rule, 
any application for a jury would be no'longer subject to 
the discretion of the Court, but of the opposite 
in the cause; and if Sir J. Romilly be correct, no 
question in a suit or proceeding can be’ tried in Chan- 
cery before a jury, unless where you can now have an 
issue at law, and where, generally speaking, it would be 
a matter of indifference to the litigants whether the 
trial took place at Lincoln's-inn or Guildhall. In all 
those cases where the question of fact lies at the very 
foundation of the suit in Chancery, and on the decision 
of which the plaintiff's right to relief altogether de- 

nds, the Act, according to the construction of:the 
Master of the Rolls, would be utterly worthless. Take 
the case. of a suit: where the» simple question 
on which the whole suit depends is partner- 
f or no partnership, why should not. the plain- 
tiff be allowed, on filing his bill, to have that ques- 
tion decided by a jury, without first proving his case 
written affidavits depositions? Otherwise he may 
be required to put into requisition the whole machinery 
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same just of complaint. Under 
these circumstances, it is not likely that, in such cases, 
ee to avail himself of 
the ions-of the Act, unless where he had already 
iled to make out as a case as he believed he might 
have done, and was re anxious to have an oppor- 
tunity of endeavouring to improve his position. 
It must be remem wever, that the equity 
j were in a position of some embarrassment in 
ing with cases under Sir H. Cairns’ Act, so long as 
were no general orders of the Court for their gui- 
These orders have now been published, and 
to be clear and intelligible enough. They look 
much like as if they were intended for use ; and it 
curious coincidence that they should have made 
ee ae at the moment when the only jury 
had been put up in court, viz. that in 
. C. Stuart’s, was being removed as an encroachment 
which was no longer tolerable, either de jure or de facto. 
Notwi ing all that has been said about the 
impracticable character of the Act in question, we see 
whatever for such a suggestion, and have no 
that if the equity judges carry out its provisions 
according to their natural construction, and in a liberal 
it will be found a very great benefit to suitors, 
tend to increase the improving reputation of 
itself. If it shall have the e ultimately 
abolishing the Examiner's office—as we hope it may 
would be of itself one of the most desirable re- 
that remains to be achieved in the Court of 


eS 
d 


byte 


ru 


deal of nonsense has been uttered about the 
of equity jndses and counsel to deal with 
in voce. It is said that equity lawyers are 


if 


viva 
educated in the law of evidence, as if there was one 
evidence for courts of equity and another for 
courts of common law; and asifsuits were heard and ques- 
tions determined in the former, in violation or disre- 
gard of all the rules which have been laid down to govern 
Teception of testimony. Whoever professes to have any 
notion of a Chancery suit ought to know, that precisely 
the same iples of evidence apply in oe A and at 
common ; umd thet, in thet, oving to the ifference 
in practice between the two courts, an equity barrister 
to be more astute and subtle in advising upon 

than a common law barrister. The latter is 

aware that he may be able, at the ing of his case, 
by his own witnesses, or those of his adversary, to pro- 
vide for any trifling oversights, and remedy any not 
very gross mistakes which may have been caused by his 
erroneous advice. The equity barrister cannot do so, 
and therefore must take care to come into court with 
ee a nas we uacy of which he 


re 
g 


4 


a — or is it correct to 
say that equity barristers are without experience in the 
handling of witnesses. idering that two examiners 


of the court are constantly kept at work—to say no- 
of special examiners, or of the examinations in 


BE 
tt 
he: 
i 
Hi 


borne in mind 

tioners went sessions and circuit in the earlier part of 
their career. But even granting that it might some- 
times be advisable to bring in common law counsel where 
the aid of a jury was inv in Chancery, that would 
toot sea cath gare She sell Bm ae 
othe of thn A whats wow corioeay 

Wi was 

tosis taderess 10 do v0. j 





The Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sruart.) 
Clement v. Maddick—April 27. 

This was a motion on behalf of:the proprietors of the weekly 
newspaper called Bell’s Life in London and Sporting Chronicle 
for an injunction to. restrain the defendants, George Maddick, 
William Henry Stephens, and Richard Vyyyan Robinson, from 
printing or publishing any newspaper, or other i 
paper, with or under the name or style of the Penny Bell's Life 
and Sporting News, or with or under any name or a esl of 
which the name, style, or words of Bell's Life should a 
part, or in any way occur, and from using the name, style, or 
title of Bell’s Life by way of name, style, or title to any news- 
paper or periodical, without the license or consent of the _- 
tiffs. On the 23rd or 24th ult., the first number of the Penny 
Bell's Life and Sporting News appeared, and up to the 11th inst. 
the defendant Maddick was the sole proprietor of that newspaper. 
On the day last mentioned, however, he assigned his interest in 
such newspaper to the other two defendants, Stephens and 
Robinson, but he still continued to be the publisher of it. The 
plaintiffs contended that the use by the defendants of the name 
or title of Bell’s Life was calculated and intended to deceive 
the public, by leading them to believe that the defendants’ 
paper was a cheap edition of the plaintiff’s paper, which had 
been established for upwards of thirty-five years, and would be 
productive of serious loss and injury to the plaintiff; and in 
one of the affidavits in support of the motion, it was stated 
that, on one occasion, numerous applications had been made at 
the office of the plaintiffs’ paper for the Penny Bell’s Life, 
The defendants in their affidavits admitted that the name or 
style of Penny Bell’s Life and Sporting News had been 
assumed and used by them merely for the purpose of con- 
veying in the readiest way the information that their paper 
was intended to contain sporting news, and the first defendant 

Maddick) said that he had given particular and distinct 
ections at the office of the cheap paper that no letter should 
be opened unless its address clearly showed that it was to be 
delivered at that office. The defendants contended that the 
prefix “ penny” to the title Bell’s Life was a sufficient declara- 
tion on their part to the world that their paper had no con- 
nection whatever with the plaintiffs’ paper. 

The Vick-CHANcELLoR (without mum 4 on Mr. Malins 
for a reply) said, that he did not feel much difficulty about 
the present case, for the defendants themselves were obliged 
to admit that the title Penny Bell's. Life and — 
News had been assumed for their paper merely for the 
purpose of conveying in the readiest way the information 
that it contained sporting intelligence. The plaintiffs’ case 
was, that they had for a number of years exclusively 
published a sporting newspaper usually called and known 
by the name of Bell’s Life, If the defendant could not publish a 
paper under the title of Bell's Life, what was the effect of their pub- 
lishing one under the title of the Penny Bell's Life? The 
word “ penny” only told the price, and the Penny Bell's Life 
amounted to a declaration that Bell's Life was sold for 
penny. Then, why did the first defendant give particular 
direction with reference to the opening of letters? Because 
he knew that mistakes would occur from the similarity of the 
titles of the two papers, and it appeared from the plaintiffs’ 
evidence that the mistakes which the defendant had spp 
hended had actually occurred. The defendants rested thei 
whole case upon the circumstance of the title of their paper 
not being assumed from any fraudulent intention, and that by 


prefixing the word “ penny” to thie title Bell's mpg had 
sufficiently warned the public that the two no con- 
nection with each other. He did not think that that was 


enough, and his Honour concluded by directing an injunction 
to issue in the terms above stated. 


This decision appears to have given great satisfaction to the 
newspaper press, and has drawn from the Globe the following 
observations upon the soundness of the doctrine laid down:— 
“The decision of Vice-Chancellor Stuart, in the case of Clement 
v. Maddick, is one of great importance, not less to the public 
proprietors. In this case the defendant 
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the public bone ow, It was duty o 
e + Taf at, a to protect thertiselyes, 
gg ad iy a ‘hare wosld be, 20 edt 
piracy of this kind, if it were allowed to in the first 
instance. Persons stealing the substantial titles of our most 
See ae a menem rare Siem Onbcy 00 them, and 
ig ihe dottinent of the plunderel journals and of the peblic 
% ivy ane undered journals and of the publi 
yeti a Penny oe a Economist, a Penny Globe, 
ra thenaeum. fraud nub prammedings ps not 
{5 be toletated for one moment The proprietors o Life 
eee. oe Late cananey. Ono ines, Ae 
are glad to say that, without i i coun 
on pol iy eigenen oo = pod, granted Ly » pe 
junction prayed for, remarki word ‘ penn: iy 
told the price of the ory Oe the prefix of that word 
wy not sufficient ty the public that the weekly journal 
the penny paper had no connection with each other. 
body is. at li to set up a paper, but nobody is at 
ty to appropriate a title belonging to another.” 





ROLLS COURT. 
(Before the Master oF THE ROLLS.) 

Bradbury v Dickens—in re“ The Household Words.”—April 20. 
Mr. Jessel moved for leave to serve the defendant in this 
case with notice of motion for to-morrow to advance the suit, 
upon the the time for the defendant to file affidavits 

had expired yesterday, pe iy n 
in @ case of this where the means of dealing 
th the copyright of such a work as The Household Words, 
its real value to the proprietors, depended so much upon the 

in 


Prmoedings | to ag being dalazed. 
Honour.—Has the defendant filed any affidavits? 
. Sessel.—No, sir. 
Honour.—yYou may take an order for the service as 
on the understanding that the defendant is not to be 
iced thereby, if he can show any cause why such short 
ice would be injurious to him. 
ae gee canprenestiy x Tray the learned counsel that he 
endan' consented to the arrangement in respect to the 
motion to advance the suit. 
On Thursday the Mastet of the Rolls made an order, upon 
motion, for a dissolution of the partnership and sale of the 
property in question. 


ey 


COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 
(Before the Jupez Orprnary.) 
Symes v. Green—Judgment.—-April 20. 

The plaintiff in this case, Mr. William Symes, propounded as 
executor, the will of Captain William Nott, late of the 88rd 
regiment. The defendant, the nephew and sole next of kin of 
the deceased, pleaded in opposition to the will that at the time 
of its execution Captain Nott was not of testamentary capacity. 
The case was tried before his Lordship on the 12th and 18th 
inst, when a number of witnesses were examined on both sides, 
and his Lordship deferred judgment. 

His LorpsuiP now gave ju veel a said, that the general 
Slee twill toma! Un the fave kind were governed was, that 


bed by law, it must 
presumed, ix the absence of evidence to the contrary, to 
have been made by a person of competent understanding; but 
if circumstances were proved which counterbalanced that pre- 
sutaption, the Court would decree against the validity of the 
‘was established affirmatively that the testator 

SS Sar-epernteath a thenky char coer tis tee 
went through the evidence given as to the history 

the deceased up to August, 1857, when he held the situation of 
instructor of musketry at Chatham, and had an attack of 
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and executed on the Ist of October, in the px 
Lyle and Captain Bray. It pac Pen 
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that he thought the 
Bray’s evidence was still 
deceased, Excludi 


Fir tet fas Min fo my Ot 8 ut oe Dae 
he took a gloomy and desponding view of - 
spiritual condition, or because he tormented himself with 
fears which to most men might seem groundless; but in 
case the unhappy man seemed quite unable either to 
his thoughts or to reason about them. His Lordship 
referred to various letters which the deceased had written to 
whose acquaintance a ads at Lawes ote aN 
of his 5 condition, in one of which he said that he 
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deceased was not labouring under a fresh attack 
intellect. Although, therefore, there was nothing 
i as 
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quent history of the deceased to induce him to 
impression, for he was removed to Fort Pitt i 
to a private asylum, where he died in a state of unity. 
The decree of the Court must therefore be against the will. 


E : 
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Constitution oF TRE CoURT. 
His Lordship, in making an order in the case of Gath ¥. 
Gath & Wi observed that there seemed to be @ pro- 
that the constitution of the Court would before be 
tered and facilities given for the transaction of the 
of the full Court. It would not then be n to have 
iiopse anenen.intedl inks cea aeanton ot ike Caan ae 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
The Queen v. Fox.—Aprit 20. 
This was a special case for the opinion of this Court. 
The defendant, Charles Burton Fox, was clerk to the justices 
in the county of “ 
carried on business at Newport as an attorney, 
with Charles Prothero, who was clerk of the peace for the 
t case arose out of an indictment 
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Justice Act, the 18 & 19 Vict. c..126, s. 18, the income of the | in order to be within the proviso, the defendant. must be inten. 
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those 
these being offenders to be prosecuted; but he was not interested 
in their prosecution. 

Lord CaMPBELL said, he thought that the moral guilt of the 
defendant was infinitesimally small, for he probably did not 
know that he was doing wrong. Nevertheless, it seemed to 
him (Lord Campbell) the defendant had violated the Act 
of Parliament. The Legislature wisely showed great anxiety 
that there should be good advice given to justices of the peace, 
and Fv by means of er 7 advice given by clerks to justices 

inistrati justice by an unpai i 
had been beneficial to the country, which, but cad vey goes 
not have been the case. Relying on honourable men and acting 
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to-thecountry. It was of the last importance that the clerk 
who advised the justices should have no improper motive or 
bias in hi i was @n express 
proviso that certain persons should not be appointed to the 
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ested in the prosecution of offenders, namely, in the carrying 
on the prosecution. ; 
eee a given for the Crown. 

CAMPBELL said, a nominal fine would be imposed upon 
the defendant, in order that he might take the case to a Court 
of Error, if he should be so advised. 


* The Queen v. Lee-—April 21. 

The defendant in this case, George Lee, kept a shop in West- 
gate-street, Gloucester, in which he sold sweets; and he had 
been convicted by two of Gloucester, of “ follow- 
ing his usual calling on the Lord’s-day,” and fined 5s. He 
appealed against the conviction, and a case was stated for the 
opinion of this Court, under the 20th & 21st Vict. c. 43. 

When the case was called on, no one appeared to support the 
conviction. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, that in stating the case, he was sorry 
to observe that the magistrates had made an observation which 
was wholly extra-judicial. The observation was, “The ma- 
gistrates have only to add that Lee’s shop is in the most con- 
spicuous part of the city, and that the continual Sunday 
trading therein for which the defendant has been several -times 
convicted has been repeatedly made the subject of public com- 
plaint.” 

Mr. Powell, who appeared for the appellant, said, he was in- 
structed that an application had been made to the clerk to the 
magistrates to amend the case, but the only answer made was, 
that he should not alter a letter. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, he thought the Court ought to anim- 
advert upon such statements being introduced into the case. It 
was most improper, and he hoped it would not prejudice the 
minds of the Court, though it could only have been introduced 
for that purpose. 

Mr. Powell called the attention of the Court to a second 
conviction of the same defendant, in which it was stated that 
certain facts were not denied by the defendant, though it ap- 
peared by the evidence set out, that those facts were cross-ex- 
amined to. 

Lord CamPBet said, the case was not stated in a proper 
technical form, 

Mr. Powell said, he was unable to learn what the complaint 
was; it merely stated that it was “for following his usual 
calling on the Lord’s-day.” 

Lord CAMPBELL said, he did not think the case was so stated 
that the Court ought to take judicial knowledge of it. His 
Lordship took the opportunity to express his great satisfaction 
at the manner in which cases had been stated under this Act of 
Parliament. He approved of the Act, but he was at first afraid 
of the manner in which the cases would be stated. In general, 
the cases had been well stated by the magistrates’ clerks; but, 
in this instance, it did not put the Court in possession of the 
charge brought against the defendant, nor of the grounds on 
which the conviction took place. The conviction must be 
quashed. 

The other judges concurred. 


Purkis, Appellant, v. Huxtable, Respondent.—April 27. 

This was an appeal from a conviction under the 20th section 
of the 9th Geo. 4, c. 61, which charged that. the appel- 
lant did, on the 28th of February, 1859, in the bo of 
Newport, knowingly permit persons of notoriously bad character 
to assemble together in his licesnsed inn against the tenour of 
his license. The case stated that when the police went into the 
appellant's house he found a number of persons assembled. 
There were nine prostitutes, three of whom were convicted 
thieves, one a brothel-keeper, and one a returned convict, and 
also several men. There was no appearance of refreshments. 
The appellant, in his defence before the istrates, relied on 
the case of Greig v. Bendino (27 L. J. M. C. 294), in which 
it was held that where prostitutes assembled merely to obtain re- 
freshment, and were not guilty of any disorderly conduct, the 
innk was not guilty of an offence in permitting them to 
ae The Ea being of recy oe 
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within the of this Court in Greig v. Bendino. 

Mr. Justice Croterton said, the only question raised by the 
case was, whether it was necessary to prove that there was 
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disorderly conduct. That was the only defence raised before 
the 


‘Lord Campsey said, he thought it was a legal and proper 
. He adhered to the decision of this Court in Greig 
v. Bendino, that if unfortunate women were merely supplied 
with refreshment, the case would not come within the Act, 
but when an innkeeper allowed nine prostitutes, three of whom 
were convicted thieves, one brothel-keeper, and one returned 
convict; and several men, to assemble in ot arm bp was 
evidence of his permitting persons of notoriously character 
to assemble. ~It could not be supposed that they came there 
to pray, or merely to get refreshment, but it was more likely 
that it was for some housebreaking purpose. 

Mr. Justice Erte and Mr. Seats: Cnbemeun meee: ob ths 
same opinion. et nae ras bad ma 8 
meetings of such persons, having s rous ten 
Actual disorderly conduct was not an offence within this 
branch of the statute. Judgment for the respondent. 


The Court and the Elections.—April 28. . 

At half-past eleven the inner bar, occupied by Queen’s coun- 
sel, was. entirely empty, and but few counsel occupied seats 
appropriated for the outer bar. The Court was kept waiting 
some time owing to the absence of leading counsel. Mr. Lush, 
Q. C.,at last entered the court, when 

The. Lorp Curer Baron, addressing that gentleman, said, 
the Court was anxious to do everything it could to assist those 
learned counsel. who were performing what they considered a 
public duty in appearing on the hustings to represent their 
fellow-citizens in Parliament, but it was impossible the Court’ 
could be adjourned for their convenience, and the cases in the 
list must be argued in their absence by their juniors. 

Mr. Lush. said, he was unable to assist the Court. He was 
unable to go on with his cases from the absence of his oppo- 


nents. 
After some further delay, the Court proceeded with a case. 


(Guildhall, before Mr, Justice WIGHTMAN.) 
Cooper v. Dawson.— April 27 
The plaintiff, the holder of a bill of exchange for £48, drawn 
by John Huntingdon Dawson, and purporting to be accepted 
by his mother, an old lady seventy years of age, the wiled of 
an attorney in Newcastle-on-Tyne, sued Mrs. Dawson for the 
eh and she pleaded that the signature was not hers, but a 


lorgery. _ 
Mr. John H. Dawson swore that he sent the bill to his 
mother to accept, and that she returned it to him accepted, and 
that a certain anonymous letter in the possession of his mother 
was not written by him. 
Mrs. Dawson, the defendant, swore that she never saw or 
signed the bill, and that, to the best of her belief, the anony- 
mous letter which she produced was in the handwriting of her 


son. 

Mr, Yates, who for two years prior to 1851 acted as clerk in 
Mr. Abraham Dawson’s office at Newcastle, and had’ oppor- 
tunities of ‘seeing Mr. John Huntingdon Dawson write, said, 
unhesitatingly, that the letter was written by Mr. J. H. Daw- 
son, and that the signature to the bill, hte an imitation, was 
not his mother’s. 

Mr. Young, an attorney, who discounted the bill, and bina 
fact, the real plaintiff, as he would have to make good to 
Cooper the amount Cooper had advanced in the event of the 
plea of forgery being substantiated, said that he had been con- 
cerned for Mr. J. H, Dawson in a Chancery suit, and during 
four years had had frequent opportunities of seeing him write; 
that the letter was not written by Mr. Dawson, and that Mr. 
Dawson’s was a firmer and bolder hand. 

Before the letter could be read the collateral issue was sub- 
mitted to the jury, whether or not it was written by Mr. John 
Huntingdon Dawson, and, after some deliberation. they said 
they were not unanimous, 

Mr. Justice WicuTmaN said, they must retire until they 


The coun! no ere about to withdraw when it was arranged by 
th sides that the question should be decided by hie 


‘te vy Wieutman said, he was of o 
anonymous letter was written by Mr. John H. 

The letter was then read. It commenced—“ Mother, —You 
have neglected to answer my letter, although the ruin of” - 
and family depends on your doing immediately what 
ested.” aaa ako admit that the writor had used Mrs. 

wson’s vist alah and that if it were not renewed it 
wotild be in the power of some person to transport hin. The 


i ~veneaty that the 





writer further complained that his father had never given hima 
chance to succeed in the world, and that Mrs. Dawson’s nephew, 
John Dawson, had been allowed to live rent free, while her own 
son had not a roof over his head. 

The whole of the letter had not been read by. the’officer of 
the court, when counsel agreed to end the case by withdrawing 
@ juror. 

Mr. Justice WicHTMaN intimated his satisfaction at that 
course being adopted. 

Pb laintiff’s counsel applied to his Lordship to require'an 

from the defendant’s attorney that the documents 
seal sit hn Samed 

We Sevtins Weanah ordered the documents to be retained 
by the officer of the court. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

Swinfen v. Lord Chelmsford (Lord High Chancellor.)—April 20. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL applied to have this case set down 
for trial at the sittings after the — ground 
ye Sen desirous of having the case tried and 

siailay ayiplication Yea been made to Mr. Baron Channell, | 

at chambers, who declined to make an order, his Lordship 
meer he could not interfere with the Lord Chief Baron’s 
cause list. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron said, as the ease had been made 
a special jury, and it was not the practice to try special juries 
during the sittings after the present term, owing to the fact, 
that only six days were allowed for the trial of cases in London 
and Middlesex, the application could not be entertained, and 
the case must come on in its ordinary course during the si 
after Trinity Term next; but if there were any special 
upon which an application could be founded, then it could be 
made to him, as the trial of causes after term, and all arrange- 
ments relative thereto, were exclusively within his province. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.—April 20. 
(Sittings in Banco.) 
On the application of the learned Attorney-General this 
morning the argument in the great Shrewsbury Estate case was 
postponed until the 5th day of next term. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY.—April 21. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Evans.) 


In Re John Bagshaw. 
A petition was presented by Mr. Linklater on behalf of 


Messrs. Cox, Cobbold, & Co. , bankers, Harwich, for an adjudica- 
tion of bankruptey against John Bagshaw, -house 
It was said he speculated largely in building, that he 


dahahnemmenhinatiiaren ‘The petition is a hostile, and not 
what is known as a friendly one; and the petiti 
debt is between £400 and £500. The act of 





- Tue JupGEsuir oF THE Crty Suerirrs’ Court.—An ad- 
dition to the list of candidates for the office now vacant b a 
death of Mr. Prendergast has been made in the d 
T. Campbell Foster, a gentleman well knowh as a la’ 
and a writer. Mr. Foster’s claims are based upon a large and 
increasing practice 4 the last thirteen years, 

London, but upon the wrthara Chreaie, col ok Whe - 
Riding sessions. As a legal author he is known by his “ Re- 
farriages within the 


Hier Bamirr or Sournwark.—We understand that Mr. 
W. W. Charnock, of 51, King William-street, City, solicitor to 
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ee tne PONE, a candidate for this appoint- 


Taames Potice Court.—Mr, Selfe resumed his magis- 
terial duties on the 21st inst., after an absence of four months 
and oné week, caused by severe indisposition, contracted in the 
discharge of his duties as chairman of the commission for 
inquiring into the state of military clothing and stores at 
Weedon, the Tower, and Woolwich. Mr. Smith, as the senior 
solicitor present, and on behalf of the profession, warmly con- 
gratulated Mr. Selfe on his recovery, and Mr, Selfe returned 
thanks in a few words. 

Honour or KnicutHoop.—The Queen has been pleased 
to confer the honour of knighthood upon Hugh Hill, Esq., one 
of the judges of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench. 


Promotions.—The Queen has been pleased to appoint Colonel 
K. d’Arcy to be Superintendent of Police for the Island of St. 
i ; Charles Edmund Banks, Esq., to be Secretary to 
Council and Registrar of the Land Court of the Island of 
jus;.and Philip.Augustus Wake, Esq., to be Assistant- 

of Police for that island. 


Catcurta.—The seat in council vacant by the appointment 
of Mr. a ged to the Punjab has been offered by Lord 
Pg A) Sir Robert Hamilton. The selection is a one, 
Sir Robert being specially acquainted with what in India are 
termed “ forei 
dent native states. The Chief Justiceship has also been 
offered to Mr. Barnes Peacock, the Legislative Member of 
Council, and one of the most fortunate of English barristers. 
He was appointed under the old régime, and has drawn £10,000 
a-year for eight years. He now obtains £8,000 a-year for seven 
Y degen with a pension of £1,500 a-year at the expiration 

time. 


Carz or Goop Horz.—The death of Mr. Robert Knox, 
registrar of the mixed commission at the Cape of Good Hope, 
and for twelve years editor of the Morning Herald, is announced. 
He died at his residence, Cape Town, on the 6th of March. He 
had been in the colony but a few months, having only lately 
received the appointment from Lord Malmesbury, on the 

’ aggession of the present Government to power. 
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Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


Jomst Stock CompaANy—SHARES TAKEN WITHOUT AUTHO- 
RITY—AGENT. 
Ez parte Escudier. Re The St, George's Benefit Building Socie 
7 W.R,, V.C. K., 371, ": 


that purpose, nor had 
in any way accepted the shares. Under these circum- 

stances it was impossible that the nieces should be held contri- 

butories, but it was contended that the uncle was liable as a 
‘but : r 


be liable to the company in some way for the of 
; but it was clear that he become a ’ 
aad was bot, thtalore,propely on tho les of coniibosein 





affairs,” i.e. the internal affairs of the depen- 
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concern, which Kindersley, Y.C., i 
parte Escudier) is, that the Court of Chancery is able te enforce 
the specific performance of an agreement to ) shares in 9 
joint stock company. There are, indeed, cases in which 
Court will enforce specifi gprnns ee of an 
ordinary ip, a8 agreemen 
certain; ot os 0 pecaehaniaaaie @ decree 
tory, as the partner might retire at any time and dissolve the 
wenger But it is otherwise with a joint stock company, 

the shares are once taken, the er cannot retire 
without providing a transferee of the who would be 
liable for the calls. The enforcing, therefore, of such an agree- 
ment is a substantial benefit to the company. 

In the present case, the defendant applied for 300 shares in 
the usual form, undertaking to accept them when allotted. He 
afterwards refused to accept them, or to execute the deed of 
settlement. The company, therefore, filed a bill against his: 
to enforce the ai of the shares. The defendant pl 
the Ist regulation of schedule B. in the Joint Stock ya 
Act, 1856, which provides that no person shall be to 
have accepted ee unless he has testified his acceptancé 
in writing under his hand, in such form as the shall 
from time to time direct. But the Court held that aed. 
answer to the bill. The defendant having entered into a 
contract to accept the shares, the Court had jurisdiction to 
compel him to execute the requisite formalities, 

It should be observed, however, that this ease at 
variance with the decision of the Master of the s in The 
Sheffield Gas Consumers Company v, Harrison (17 Beav. 294), 
in which his Honour refused to entertain such a bill. It seems 
probable, therefore, that the case will be brought before a Court 
of Appeal. 


Joint Stock Company—FORFEITURE-~POWER OF 
RB; 
Ex parte Barton, re the National Patent Steam Fuel Company, 
7 W.R., L. J., 896. 


The difficulty of a partner in a joint stock company getting 
rid of his liability as a partuer, even though he has not actuall: 
become a shareholder in the strict sense of the term, and hike 
consequently his partnership still only lies in contract, is further 
illustrated by this case. Mr. Barton had applied for and agreed 
to accept 100 shares in a joint stock company, but when the 
shares were allotted to him he neglected to execute the deed, 
and the directors accordingly declared the shares 
There was no claim in the company’s Act empowering to 
declare shares forfeited, but the directors were authorised to do 
so by a general meeting of the shareholders called for that 
purpose. It seems, however, to be well established that such an 
authorization was insufficient; for if it was beyond the power of 
the directors to alter the terms of partnership, it was in like 
manner beyond the powers of a general meeting to do so. The 
majority at such a meeting could not bind the minority; and © 
such an alteration could be only made by the consent of all the 

artners (see Morgan's case, 1 Mac. & G., 225). It was, 

owever, aeakad in the present case that as Mr. Barton was 
not a complete shareholder, the transaction only rested 
in contract between him and the directors, and that the con- 
tract might be abandoned or rescinded by the like 
any other contract. Some ground for this opinion was fur- 
nished by the judgment of Lord Cranworth, in Ex Beres- 
ford (2 M. & G, 197), where this reasoning was But 
in that case the deed of settlement contained age of for- 
feiting shares, and, therefore, the provisions of the deed regu- 
lated the relations between the ies, and enabled them to 
determine the contract, altho it was not strictly a for- 


feiture. 
Lords Justices, affirming the decision of Kindersley, V.C., , 
held that the directors had re power to bind the company 4 
any declaration of git even ns eas og Be é 
was only executory, an noon oe y ts 
of Mr. popes Ba and contributory edd gow 
placed. Knight Bruce, L.J., however, threw out 4 

cot, hit ther had ben evidence of 
the part of Mr, Barton to the forfeiture, that 
been in his favour. It was not to decid 
for there sont, althongh 


been no actual consent, 
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silent acquiescence; but it is not easy to see how his consent 
would have made any difference if the principle on which the 
case proceeds is correct—namely, that the directors were the 
agents of the company to make the contract with Mr. Barton, 
but not to absolve him from it. 

—— 


Wotes on Recent Cases at Common La. 
(By James StePuEn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Tush’s Common Law Practice,” §c., ¢c.) 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE—MISTAKE OF REVISING 
BaRRISTER, EFFECT OF. 
In re Allen, 7 W. R., C. P., 397. 

The question in this case was as to the construction of 6 & 
7 Vict. c. 18, which enacts in effect, that whenever, by any judg- 
ment or order of the Court of Common Pleas, sitting asa court of 
appeal from the decision of a revising barrister, such decision shall 
be reversed or altered so as to require any alteration or correction 
of the register of voters for any county, or for any city or borough 
—a written notice of the judgment or orders having been first 
given through a master of the court to the sheriff or returning 
officer in whose custody the register is—the sheriff or returning 
officer shall alter and correct the register accordingly. In the 
present case, application was made for relief, under this provision, 
where the name of a voter had been by mistake struck out, by 
the revising barrister, from the list of county voters—his inten- 
tion being to strike it out of the borough list, wherein it had 
been wrongly inserted. The Court of Common Pleas, however, 
thought they had no jurisdiction to interfere, as there was na 
appeal before them. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT — PROFESSIONAL COMMUNICATION, 
PRIVILEGE: AS TO. 


Griffith v. The New Machno Slate and Slab Company (Limited), 
; 1 Fost. & Fin. 373, 


In this case, Crowder, J., had occasion to lay down the law 
as to evidence concerning facts professionally communicated. 
It was an action for goods sold and delivered, to which the 
defence was, that the goods in question had been supplied upon 
the credit of another company, with the same managers as those 
of the company sued; and the plaintiff was asked, on cross 
examination, whether he had not told his attorney, whilst con- 
sulting him about the case, that he knew there were two com- 
panies, ‘This question was Sbjected to, on the ground that 
communications made by a party to his attorney were privileged, 
and the plaintiff could not, therefore, be asked concerning them ; 
but Crowder, J., said, “ The prividege goes no further than this— 
that the attorney will not be allowed to reveal anything which 
is communicated to him by his client. When the client is him- 
self the witness, he may be compelled to give evidence as to 
anything said by him, whether to his own attorney or to any 
other person.” 

The above point is carefully handled by Mr. Taylor in his 
work on Evidence (see vol. ii. s. 845); and the law, as there 
stated, certainly does not appear to support the ruling of 

, J., a8 above reported. Mr. Taylor says, in effect, 
that though the rule against the disclosure of professional com- 
munjeation is not laid down in equally broad terms where the 
client himself is the party interrogated, yet that it is never- 
theless established, that, in this event, all communications be- 
tween the solicitor and client, whether pending and with refer- 
ence to litigation, or made before litigation and with reference 
thereto, or made after the dispute between the parties, followed 
by litigation, though not in contemplation, or with reference to 
that litigation, are protected; as also are communications made 
respecting the subjest inatter in question, pending or in con- 
templation of litigation on the same subject with other persons, 
with the view of asserting the same right. Mr. Taylor, at the 
same time, notices with disapproval the doctrine established by 
the House of Lords in the case of Radcliffe v. Finsman (2 Bro, 
P. C. 514), engrafting an exception on the general law as to 
this point, viz. that a client may be compelled to disclose what 
he has communicated to his legal adviser before any dispute has 
arisen between the client and his opponent. 

Practicy — Cases Starep By Magistrates — AmEnp- 
MENT OF. 
The Yorkshire Tire and Axle Co , Appellants, The Rother- 

ham Local Board of Health, Respondent, 4 ©, B., N. S., 362. 

This is a useful case as to the practice under 20 & 21 Vict, 
o, 48, the statute which allows an appeal from the determi. 





nation of justices on a point of law. By sect. 7, the superior 
Court to which the case is sent for opinion, may cause the case 
to be sent back for amendment; and in the present instance 
application with this object was made by counsel be the 
day of argument. It was insisted, however, on of the 
respondents, that the application could not be entertained till 
the case had been peat so that the Court might see whether 
or not any amendment was requited, and Christie, app., The 
Guardians of St. Luke, resp. (27 L. G. M.-C, 153) was. relied 
on—the Court of Queen’s Bench having there refused. to - 
tain a motion similar to the present before argument. In t 
present case, however, the Court of Common Pleas intimated 
that there was nothing in the 7th section above referred oa 
in the Act generally, to take away their ordinary jurisdictic 
as to amending special cases laid before them. 

It is to be observed that the case of Christie’s a) above 
referred to does not, as reported in the Law Ji (sed_ vide 
“ Oke’s Magisterial Synopsis,” 6 ed., p, 210), seem to be in 
point as to the proper time for making these motions. On the 
other hand, it appears to be established that the Court will not 
allow the points presented for their opinion in a special case, to 
be amended at the time of argument, the parties being : 
by the terms to which they have consented (see per Jervis, 
C. J., Hills v. Hunt, 15 C. B.30.) 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—WAIVER OF FORFEITURE. 


Dendy v. Nicholls, 4 C. B., N. 8,, 876. 

In this case it is laid down by the Court of Common Pleas 
that a right of re-entry for breach of covénant in a lease is 
waived by the lessor’s bringing an action for rent accruing sub- 
sequently to the breach, with knowledge of its existence. It 
had been already held by the Queen’s Bench (and their = 
ment was supported in error by the House of Lords), that 
receipt of rent operates to waive all forfeitures then known to 
the lessor (see Croft v. Lumley, 5 Ell. & Bl. 648; 6 H. of L. C. 
672), and by the Court of Exchequer, that if an ejectment be 
brought by the lessor for a forfeiture the lease is not revived by 
the subsequent acceptance of rent. Upon the same principle as 
that on which these cases were determined—viz. that the deli- 
berate election of his remedy on the part of the lessor cannot 
afterwards be retracted, the Court of Common Pleas came to 
their present decision. In the words of Crowder, J., “ Having 
treated the defendant as his tenant by suing him for the rent, 
the plaintiff cannot afterwards change his mind, and elect to 
treat him as a trespasser”—or in those of Byles, J., “ The 
plaintiff relies upon the lease for the pu of enforcing pay- 
ment of the rent, and now he says that during the same period 
it was mere waste paper. That clearly can never be permitted.” 
(See Woodfall’s “ Landlord and Tenant,” c. vii. s. 5.) 


PRACTICE—GROUNDS FOR POSTPONING A TRIAL. 
Wright v. M‘Guffie, 4 C. B., N.S., 441. 

In this case a rule was applied for calling on bry gr oy 
show cause why the trial should not be postponed till the 
sitting in the following term, on the ground of the absence 
material witness. It appeared, however, that shortly after 
action had been commenced the defendant became aware 
the witness in question was a material one for his defence, 
that, instead of endeavouring to name him, he allowed 
proceed upon a long voyage, which would necessitate 
sence for many months. ‘The Court accordingly refused the 
application, observing that if any failure of justice should arise 
the defendant would have himself alone to blame for it. The 
costs of the rule, moreover, were directed to be plaintiff's costs 
in the cause. 
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Pusiic Grant TO RerormaToriEs.—It appears from a 
Parliamentary return issued yesterday morning that from the 
Qnd of June, 1856, to the 3ist of December, 1857, the com- 
mittee of the Privy Council on Education made grants to 6,823 
reformatories, the subscriptions and donations amounting in the 
whole to 52,5417. 19s. 103d. Of the grants made by the eom- 
mittee 7,7071, 4s. was in respect of the 50s. capitation grant; 
6,924/. 3s. 10d. in aid of teachers’ salaries; 2,2014. 18s. in aid of 
rent; 6,362/. 3s. 10d. in aid of the purchase of tools, &e. The 
average amount of grants per pupil or inmate was 3i. 8d. 

A New Sprrerrua, Prrr.—By the death of the Bishop 
Bangor, the Hon. and Right Rev. Dr. J. T. Pelham, Bishop 
Norwich, succeeds to a seat in the House of Lords. new 
Bishop of Bangor will not have a seat in ee omen ng 
the avoidance of a bishopric other than those of Canterbary, 
York, London, Durham, and Winchester. The 
is in accordance with the provisions of the Act coustinnting the 
see of Manchester. 
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Parliament and Legislation. 


The following Bills received the Royal assent last session. 
PuBiic. 

‘ Consolidated Fund (£1,222,383 8s. 9d.) Bill. 

Consolidated Fund (£11,000,000) Bill. 
Mutiny Bill. 

Marine Mutiny Bill. 

Burial Places Bill. 

Bua Days observance (Occasional Forms of Prayer) 


Inclosure Bill. 
County Courts Bill. 
East India Loan Bill. 
Oaths Act Amendment Bill. 
Patents for Inventions (Munitions of War) Bill. 
Common Rights, &c. (War Department) Bill. 
Exchequer Bills (£13,277.400) Bill. . 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill. 
Manor Courts, &c. (ireland) Bill. 
Evidence by Commission Bill. 
Medical Act (1858) Amendment Bill. 
Indemnity Bill. 
Nottingham Charities Bill. 
Saint James Baldersby Marriages Validity Bill. 
Convict Prisons Abroad Bill. 
Recreation Grounds Bill. 
Pauper Maintenance Act Continuance Bill. 
Local Government Supplemental Bill. 
Manslaughter Bill. 
Public Offices Extension Bill. 
Confirmation and Probate Act (1858) Amendment Bill. 
Naval Medical Supplemental Fund Society Annuities, &c., 
Act Continuance Bill. 
Remission of Penalties Bill. 
Savings Banks (Ireland) Act Continuance Bill. 
Affidavits by Commission, &c., Bill. 
Superannuation Bill. 
Combination of Workmeu Bill. 
Municipal Elections Bill. 
Local AND PERSONAL. 
Ecton and Welton Exchange Bill. 
Clifton’s Name Bill. 
Shepton Mallet Water Bill. 
Swansea Vale Railway Bill. 
Wimbledon and Dorking and Epsom and Leatherhead Rail- 
ways Bill. 
Kirkwall Harbour Bill. 
Londonderry Bridge Bill. 
Sunderland and South Shields Water Bill. 
Weymouth and Melcombe Regis Markets and Pier Bill. 
Glasgow Corporation Water Bill. 
Findhorn Railway Bill. 
Banff, Macduff, and Turriff Junction Railway Bill. 
Formartine and Buchan Railway Bill. 
Great Western and Brentford Railway Bill. 
Whitehaven Harbour and Town Bill. 
Falmouth Docks and Harbour Bill. 
Norwich (City) Water Bill. 
Glasgow Public Parks and Galleries of Art Bill. 
i wn Water Bill. 
York Improvement Bill. 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Bill. 
Poole Water Bill. 
Travellers and Marine Assurance and Accidental Death In- 
surance Companies Amalgamation (No. 2) Bill. 
Cork and Kinsale Junction Railway Bill. 
Fishguard Harbour Improvement Bill. 
People’s Provident Assurance Society Bill. 
Scarborough Gas Bill. 
Standard Life Assurance Company Bill. 
Tralee and Killarney Railway Bill. 
Victoria (London) Docks Bill. 
Commercial Docks Acts Amendment Bill. 
Belfast and Londonderry Junction Railway Bill. 
King’s Lynn Waterworks, Markets, and Borough Improve- 
T vo k Mark provemen 
‘avistoc ets, Streets, and Im t Bill. 
Leominster and Kington Railway Bill. 
Great Northern Railway Bill. 
East Suffolk Railway Bill. 
Purdy's Disabilities Removal Bill. 





PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 

The following selected list of Parliamentary Papers issued 
during the session may be of some interest to the profession:— 

General Committee of Elections—Mr. Speaker's Warrant. 

Registration of Voters (Scotland)—Return. 

Superintendent Registrar’s—Return. 

Episcopal and Capitular Property (Metropolis)—Return. 

Ecclesiastical Commission (Ireland)—Annual Report. 

Treasury Appointments—Minute. 

College of Advocates (Doctors’ Commons)—Return. 

Sessions Clerks—Return. 

Hocquard v. The Queen, ship Newport—Return. 

Bankrupts Certificates—Return. 

Metropolitan Police—Return. 

East Indies (Judicial)—Return. 

Weedon Inquiry—Royal Warrant. 

Bankruptcy (Scotland)—Report of the Accountant. 

Committee of Selection—Ist, 2nd, and 3rd Reports. 

Recommittal of Prisoners—Return. 

Criminals (Scotland)—Return. 

Landed Estates Court (Ireland)—Copy of Rules and Orders. 

Lunatic Asylums (Ireland)—Return. 

Lunatic Asylums (Ireland)—Copy of Letter. 

Magistrates (County Palatine of Lancaster). 

Police (Counties and Boroughs)—Reports of the Inspectors. 

Superannuations—Copies of Order in Council and Treasury 
Minute. 

Charity Trustees—Return. 

Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes—Return. 

Lunatics—Return. 

Church Estates Commissioners—8th Report. 

Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England,—11th Report, 

Electors—Return. 

Constituencies—Return. 

Registered Electors aap ners) harem 

Universities, Scotland—Report. 

Landed Estates Court (Ireland)—Return. 

Boundaries of Boroughs—Return. 

Decimal Coinage—Report 

Literary, &c., Institutions—Return. 

Belfast Lunatic Asylum—Return. 

Metropolitan Buildings Act—Return. 

Expiring Laws—Report. 

Weights and Measures—Letter. 

Cities and Boroughs (Taxation)—Return. 

Standing Orders for the Suspension of Private Bills. 

Jews Act—Report from Committee. 

Electoral Act (New South Wales)—Return. 

laid 


Of Public Bills 118 were introduced, out of which number 
35 obtained the Royal assent. The remainder were withdrawn 
at various periods of the session. 

Of the Private Bills in Parliament at the time of dissolution 
there were 253, of which 37 only received the Royal assent. 
There were, therefore, 216 left in various stages, to be dealt 
with as their promoters thought proper. Out of this number 
160 were made subject to the new Standing Orders, and, having 
complied with the proper forms, remain suspended till next 
session, when they will be taken up again at the stage at 
which they were suspended. The remaining 57, which are not 
registered, are consequently abandoned for the present, or, if 
renewed next session, will have to go through their several 
stages over again. 

PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION. 


We quite agree with the Times, that “among the numerous 
inconveniences occasioned by the dissolution of Parliament, few 
are more serious than the compulsory interruption of the busi- 
ness pending before select committees.” The writer thus states 
the damage done by a dissolution to Private Bill legislation :— 
“The delay imposed on all the undertakings which required 
the sanction of Parliament is not limited to the interval between 
the prorogation and the return of the writs; for, as soon as the 
impending dissolution was announced, it naturally became im- 
possible to keep committees together. It was not to be expected 
that sitting members should stay quietly ig London while dis- 
engaged intruders were taking advantage of their absence to 
steal away the hearts of their constituents. Within a week from 
the decisive vote on the Reform Bill, nf one or two of the 
more conscientious committees were still found labouring to 
complete the work at which they had been surprised. by the 

itical crisis. ‘The entire month of April having thus been 





lost for purposes of private business, the new Parliament wilt 
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ee pee contingency of a change of Ministry about the 
of June, no serious resumption of work will be 
effected before the end of the month. At least ten weeks of 
the most convenient time of the year will have been lost, and, 
in some inennce See engineering qeevone will necessarily be 
for an entire season. The adjournment of the pre- 

y arrangements for laying down the telegraph in the 

Rad Sea illustrates, in a matter of public importance, an in- 
convenience which presses similarly on eighty or ninety private 


undertonings, involving a projected outlay of capital which may 
be reckoned by hundreds PT cmnis 

“ The grievance of those who are professionally engaged in 
the conduct of private Bills may be contemplated with consider- 
able equanimity. The work which is done in the summer, 
though it may interfere with previous arrangements, is as little 
likely to be gratuitously performed as if it had been completed 
in the spring. In the economy of litigation the incidence of 
expense on the client or employer is determined by an unerring 
law, and it is only where annoyances and impediments produce 

a denial of justice that all parties are ageelia ingen by om 
increase in the expense hb wpe: ag he interruption of 
Parliamentary business be really felt by capitalists, by 
companies, aad by the projectors of local or municipal improve- 
ments, Branch railways, deviations, and extensions have in 
many instances been laid out in the hope that Parliamentary 
authority for the works would be obtained by the tof 
the summer. In the present uncertainty it is impossible even to 
take the preliminary steps which are necessary for obtaining 
possession of the land. The confusion which is introduced 
into all negotiations for raising the capital which may be re- 
quired is at the present moment likely to create peculiar em- 
barrassment, When a declaration of war may at any time 
produce a sudden rise in the value of money, prudent men find 
a serious diffioulty in dealing with the loans and shares which 
are everywhere offered for investment. The disturbance of 
calculations affects docks, gasworks, and waterworks, as well 
as railways, and to the inconyenience inflicted on the various 
promoters must be added the corresponding loss and annoy- 





ance to their ts. A few patriotic litigants might, per- 
haps, have been y reconciled to their misfortune, if it had 
been the unav. le result of some measure which was essential 


to the public interest, but there are few towns in which 
the erection of a gas retort or she abolition of a level crossing 
would not have been t a fall equivalent fpr the loss of 
two months’ tenure of office by the present Ministry.” 

We have already given our readers in full the resolutions of 
the House of Lords respecting the status of interrupted private 
Bills in the new Parliament. The Times thus shortly states 
their effect : 

“The chairmen of committees have obtained the sanction of 
both Houses to the arrangements which were rendered necessary 
te the sudden suspension of business, and it may be hoped that 

the additional formalities, which are in themselves unavoidable, 
will involve little delay, and scarcely any expense. All Bills, 
public and private, are necessarily brought to an end with the 
teem aae of the Parliament before which they were pending; 
Orders have been passed for the purpose of 
‘private Bills on proof of their exact identity with the 
position in ween ae fat epee, Sake rons was inter- 
The petition for the Bill, the first and second reading, 
the commii and the report, will all be adopted without 
Fac until the stage which had been reached before the 
dissolution is once more attained. In the House of Lords, 
when a committee has broken off in the midst of its labours, 
the same members may be easily reassembled. In the Commons 
it will be, in many instances, possible to secure the services of 
the former chairman. The annoyance to those ‘concerned will 
thus be reduced to the smallest amount which is consistent 
with the forms of Parliament.” 


— 


eae 


form, a erng to law, for calling a new at at which 
are to be returnable on Tuesday, the 31st day of May. 
THe CONFIRMATION anp Propate: Act.—An Act was 


passed on the day of the prorogation to amend the Confirma- 
tion and. Act of lgst year. All persons and corporations 
who, in on any instrument purporting to be a confir 





mation granted under the Confirmation and Probate Act, 1858; 
and all persons and porporeiens who, in reliance upon any such 
instrument, sealed under the authority of the Act with the 
seal of the Principal Court of Probate in England, or of the 
Court of Probate in Dublin, &c., have made payment, or make 
or permit any payment on such confirmation, probate, or letters 
of administration, are to be indemnified and protected in so 
doing, notwithstanding any defect or circumstance whatsoever 
affecting the validity of such confirmation, probate, or letters 
of administration. 


Arripavits By Commission—Among the late Acts was’ 
one to enable the judges to appoint commissioners within ten 
miles of London, and in the Isle of Man and the Channel 
Islands, to administer oaths in common law, and to authorise 
the taking, in the country, of bail in error, and recognisances 
and bail on the revenue side of the Exchequer. By an Act of 
Charles II, commissions were granted by the. judges to 
administer oaths in proceedings in the superior courts of com- 
mon law, but such commissions were not granted to persons 
residing within ten miles of the city of London, except to the 
clerks of common law judges. The Act states that the con- 
venience of suitors and witnesses or deponents would be much 
promoted, expense saved, and the business of the courts’ 
expedited and facilitated by authorising a certain number of 
attorneys of the courts practising in different parts of London 
and its neighbourhood, and other fit and proper persons, to 
administer oaths in proceedings in such courts. The judges are 
now empowered to appoint commissioners to administer oaths 
within ten miles of London, who are to be styled “ London 
Commissioners to administer Oaths in Common Law,” and to be 
paid 1s. 6d. for every oath administered by them. ‘The judges 
are likewise empowered to’ appoint commissioners for the 
Isle of Man and the Channel Islands. All affidavits, &c., 
made are to be read and made use of as other doeu- 
ments. The provisions of 4 Will. & Mary, ¢. 4, as to bail 
in error and recognisances, are extended to the revenue side of 
the Exchequer by the present Act, in the following clause:— 
“ Be it therefore further enacted, that the said recited Act and 
all and every provision therein contained, and also all commis- 
sions heretofore issued in pursuance thereof and now in force, 
shall apply and extend to and authorise the taking of bail in 
error and the recognisances of bail in error in all actions and 
suits commenced in either of the said courts (of common law), 
in like manner as in the case of special bail in actions and 
suits depending in either of the said courts, to all intents and 
purposes whatsoever; and the said Act, and all and every the 

rovisions therein contained, and also all commissions hereto- 
fore issued in pursuance thereof under the seal of the Court 
of Exchequer, shall also apply and extend to and authorise the 
taking of all recognisances of every ‘kind, and all bail, as well 
in error as otherwise, on the revenue side of the Court of Ex- 
chequer.” 


New Act on Evipence sy Commission. — An Act of 
Parliament has just been printed, to provide for taking evidence 
in suits and proceedings pending before tribunals in her Majesty's 
dominions in places out of the jurisdiction of such tribunals. 
The superior courts at Westminster and Dublin, the Court of 
Session in Scotland, and the supreme court in any colony or 
possession, and any judge of the courts, and the judges of a 
colony, &c., who may be appointed for the purpose, are to have 
oy under this Act. A meeting for the examination 
of witnesses out of the jurisdiction in relation to any suit pend- 
ing before any tribunal in her Majesty’s dominions may be 

ered by any court or judge having authority under this Act. - 
The expenses of witnesses are to be paid, and for false evidence 
the penalty of perjury. The witnesses ma: 
minate themselves or to produce documents. 
eellor, with the assistance of the judges, is to 
carry out the provisions of the Act. 


Hl 


Tue Remission or Penatties. — By a 
Parliament the law concerning the remission of 
is amended. Hitherto, penalties under penal statutes made 
payable to parties other than the Crown could not be re- 
mitted or pardoned by the Crown, where no express provi- 
sion was made for that p’ ari Tt is now enacted that her 
Majesty (or, in Ireland, Lord-Lieutenant) may remit the 
payment in whole or in part of penalties, although payable to 
parties other than the Crown. 


Tae New Law Retatine to Municrpan Execrions— 


} The last Act of the late Parliament (22 Viet ¢. 98) was 


“to amend the law relating to municipal 
ject of the Act is to divide boroughs into wards, the boundaries 
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of which are to be fixed and councillors elected. If two-thirds 
of the council of a borough shall to petition, and the council 
shall thereupon petition her Majesty for the division of such 
borough into wards, or for an alteration of the number and 
boundaries of the wards, her Majesty, by an order in council, 
may declare the number of wards into which such borough is to 
be divided. Notification of a petition is to be advertised in the 
London Gazette one month at least before the same is to be 
taken into consideration. The senior judge of the assize for 
the summer circuit next after the order in council has been 
made, is to appoint a barrister for the purpose of determining 
the ies of such wards, and apportioning the number of 
councillors.of the borough among such wards. The barrister 
so to be appointed is empowered to set out the boundaries of 
wards, and the costs and expenses thereby occasioned are to be 
paid.and discharged, and the barrister is to be remunerated 
at the rate of five guineas a-day he is employed over and 
above his travelling and other expenses, aut of the borough fund. 
After the declaration of the first. November election of council- 
lors, after the division or alterations, all the councillors. for the 
borough so divided, or for the wards soaltered, are to go out of office, 
and are eligible to be re-elected, and in the first year after such 
election of councillors for the borough so divided those who go 
out of office are to be the councillors who were elected. by the 
smallest number of votes atsuch election, andin the next year 
those who go out of office are to be the councillors who. were 
elected by the next smallest number of votes at such election, 
the majority of the whole council always determining where 
the votes for any such persons have been equal, or when there 
was no poll, who are to go out of office. Notice of the election 
is to be given by the town clerk of a borough, and. any person 
entitled to vote may nominate himself or other person. Nomi- 
nation papers are to be provided, and directions are set forth to 
be observed at the elections. For personating a voter the 
offender may be committed to the House of Correction for a 
period. of three months, with or without hard labour, and a like 
penalty may be imposed the forging nomination or vuting papers. 
For bribery, which is defined in the manner described with 

to elections for members of Parliament, a party is to 
forfeit 40s., to be recovered in a county court, and if convicted 
to be expunged from the list for six years. An appeal is given 
to the quarter sessions. All proceedings for. pains and penalties 
are to be commenced withia six months The Act to extend 
to all the municipal towiis and boroughs, and to be cited as 
“the Municipal Corporation Act, 1859.” 

PaurerR Marxtenance Act.—On the 19th inst., an Act of 
Parliament received the Royal assent to continue the Act for 
charging the maintenance of certain paupers upon the union 
funds. The powers given by the 20 Vict. c. 18, for charging 
on the common fund of the union the costs of the relief and of 
tue burial of certain poor persons described, and the costs of 
removingand maintaining certain pauper lunatics, are continued 
until the 30th of September, 1860, and to the end of the then 
next session of Parliament. 

MawysiavcutTer.— An Act of Parliament was passed in the 
late session, which received the Royal assent on Tuesday, to 
enable coroners in England to admit to bail persons charged 
with manslaughter. The Act provides that in every case in 
which a coroner's jury finds a verdict of manslaughter against 
any person, the coroner or deputy before whom the inquest was 
taken may accept bail with good and sufficient sureties for his 
appearance to take his trial, and thereupon the person, if in 
custody of any officer, or in gaol under a warrant of commit- 
ment by such coroner, is to be discharged. A recognisance is 
to be taken in the form set forth in the Act. Further, the Act 
at that any time after all the depositions of witnesses 

é been taken, every person against whom any coroner's jury 
may have found a verdict of manslaughter is to be entitled to 
have from the persons having custody thereof copies of the 
depositions on which the verdict has been found on payment of 
a reasonable sum for the same, not exceeding the rate of 14d. 
for every folio of 90 words. The Act is the 22nd of Victoria, 
cap. 33. 

Tue Manxacement or Convict Prisons Aproap.—An 
Act of Parliament was passed on the day of the prorogation for 
the government of the convict prisons in her Majesty's nious 
abroad. Several Acts and parts of Acts are repealed, and it is 
provided that oe grees of the colony in which a cofvict 
prison is situate shall, by virtue of his office, have, in respect of 
such prison or establishment, all the powers of the visiting 


State. The Secretary of State may appoint Gauth at bis pleadire 
remove) a chief officer of a conviet, prison, by the title of con- 
troller, or superintendent, and also a deputy controller or super- 
intendent, a chaplain, a surgeon, and one or more assistant- 
chaplains, or assistant-surgeons; and the governor of the colony 
may suspend any of thie officers so appointed until the pleasure 
of the Secretary of State be known: ‘The Secretary of State 
may likewise appoint subordinate officers, with similar powers 
vested to hg them, or to — ise bev ap ha a 
such officers, and to remove them, whether ap \. by. the 
Secretary of State or by himself. The Secretary of ‘State 
empowered to make regulations as to the de’ 1, Temoy 
and discharge of prisoners; but no convict who is labour 
under any active or dangerous distemper is to be discharge 
unless at his own desire. Penalties are to be imposed, for, the - 
introduction of spirits into prisons, as also for the intreduction 
of: prohibited articles of food, and also for assaults on ra 
for rescue, or promotion of a rescue, or for supplying means, of 
escape. “Every term of penal servitude to which any. convict. 






is made liable. under this Act, shall be a term to commence. 
from the expiration of any unexpired term of transportation.or . 


penal servitude to which such convict may have been sentenced; 
or, if there be more than one such term, then from the expira- 
tion of the last such term.” The offenders are.to be tried 
according to the law of the colony, where the offences. are: tot. 
punishable by summary conviction, or of crimes which, if. 
committed in England, would be deemed felonies. Annual. 
returns are to be laid before Parliament,.and half-yearly returns 
are to be made to the Secretary of State. ‘The Act is to apply . 
to the convict prisons at Bermuda and Gibraltar, and to any 
colony or place in her Majesty's dominions. which may. 
be appointed for the confinement of offenders and keeping of 
them to ‘hard labour. Pe 
ConsOLIpATION OF StatuTES—A writer in the Times, who 
appears: to ‘be wholly: unaware of the history of Sir. Fitaroy.. 
Kelly’s boasted Criminal Bills, makes this pompous announce- 
ment about them:—The present Government, through their 
law officers, have brought in Bills for consolidating the statute 
law of England and Ireland in the case of criminal writings, 
malicious injuries, co! offences, personation; fo } 
against the person, and y. As a matter. of course; these’ 
Bills will have to be renewed on the assembling of the new’ 
Parliament at the end of May or the commencement of June.” 


> —e 
> 





Tue Marin Liquor Law 1n British Amprica—-Accom- 
mittee of the Canadian House of Assembly, which was appointed |: 
to inquire into this subject, has just published its report... The 
committee recommend that an Act be authorising ‘and . 


establishing the prohibitory system in all the municipalities in<:: 


Upper Canada, wherein, in the month of July mextys: ati # 


meeting of persons to vote for school trustees, held for they: 
express purpose of considering the matter, the of: 


persons present at such meeting shall not vote against its 
effect within the limits of the said munici > What is the 
chance of these recommendations being 
pretend to say. The Legislature of Nova Scotia, 
by the result of a similar experiment in the sister province, have 
passed a prohibitory ‘liquor law in the most ‘ex 
manner ever yet devised by a representative assembly, whose 
functions, it is generally understood, are to legislate on behalf. 
of the cominunity. With a total disregard, however, ‘of ‘its: 
dignity and its independence, the House of Assembly has only 
partially passed this prohibitory law; its ratification’ is- to be’ 
decided by the public at the enstiing elections in consequence of: 
the Reform Bill, when the' votes will be taken’ at the f 
ard by ballot. ‘If the majori 
into operatjon on the 1st of April, 1860.—Canadian News. 
Vauipity og Mawmiacrs—An Act of Parliament’ was 
rendered n in the late session ¢ on the! 19th! 
inst.), to make cértain marriages valid had. been  per- 
— r the church of St. James, Baldersby, in the’ county ‘of 
ork. it a 
1857, and was duly consecrated for divine service,and 
have been sdleninised therein under the opinion that, 


fully solemnised. Such, hi 

and thé Act was passed to the marriages to be ‘as. 

as if they had been solemnised in’ the parish church of “Popes: 
cliffe. The ministers who solemnised: the jes: are: in-' 


out we cannot: - 
undeterred 


ity ratifies the law, it isto come - 


that the church was erected in Gr before: 
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justices of & county gaol in England, or of a director of convitt marringesor.copiesare tebe: : 
| in England. ‘The i and equity ns evidenos:.ofsedch. |: 
is oaye ap cra vais ho be appointed visitors by the | marriages in’ the same manner as sof tageriages: dao. 
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Commu Correspondence, and 
tts. 


LEGAL. HONOURS, 


To the Editor of Tue Souicrrors’ JourNAL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 

S1m,—I have read the several letters appearing in your jour- 
nal on this subject for some weeks , and the one from a 
“ Solicitor and University Man,” in your last week’s number, 
seems the only one which takes a proper view of the subject. 

Al there is no reason why those who have gained legal 
honours id not have certain initials affixed after their 
names in the Law List, yet I do not myself see what good 
would result, as the Law List is meant for, and is exclusively 
used by, solicitors. 

Before any permanent distinction can be shown to a man who 
has gained legal honours a legal university must be established, 
and then, and not before, should the subject of legal honours,’ 
and the best means of carrying them out, be discussed. Let 
the first step be, therefore, for a legal university, and which I 
trust to see at no far distant period. 

Till such a time as a legal university is established those who 
have gained, and those who will gain, legal honours, must be con- 
tent to know that they a highly satisfactory examination, 
which they could not have done without diligent application, 
and ha a good grounded knowledge of the law, for no 
amount of cramming would enable one to gain those legal 
honours, the reward only of ‘the persevering and studious ap- 

licant. aif 
. The aim of an articled clerk should not merely be to pass the 
examination for which a month’s hard study might do, but to 
obtain such a knowledge of the law as will stand to him in the 
struggles of his future career. Such is the aim of, Sir, your 
obedient servant, An ARTICLED CLERK. 





To the Editor of THe Soxricrtors’ JourNaL & WEEKLY 
: REPORTER. 

Sir,—lIf there really should exist, on the part of your corre- 
spondents, the hope or the desire of elevating the body of soli- 
citors to.an equality with. the. learned professions, it can only 
be accomplished. by the adoption of a high standard of educa- 
tion. 

Clergymen, with their slender, nféans, are able to qualifiy at 
Oxford. or Cambridge.. And “if the Incorporated Law Society 
will. boldly place: the education question upon @ proper basis, 
then T believe:the profession of solicitors. will qualify themselves 
as highly as:possible, and. by that means take rank among the 
other Psa classes, now so much above them. ; 

.Why: are:the parents of an articled clerk. at the present time 

; by:certain obsolete rules .of court, to devote. five 
its little in advance of those of a clerk 
#3 


Why-has Paterfauilias to lose so much money, as well as 80 
much: time; as the fellowing items of expenditure amount to? 
1S OBR PAs. oR Kiel bidial ad £315 


ecweee 


The. court. fees, on admission (for what are they exacted?) I 
have forgotten in my estimate. 

In these days.of law reform and general improvement, may 
I not ask, is. it to be tolerated any longer that the return for 
all this,ontlay is only thatthe clerk has learned the duties of 
a law. stationer, listless habits, and the avocations of an errand- 
boy? Cannot,the. rules of court, and the Incorporated Law 
Society do Paterfamilias a little.less injustice? 

I venture to hope-that the day is,.at.hand when. three years 
of the time now wasted, and three-fifths of the money uselessly 
adr uae ieee Sate 

uits. @ preli isei the studen 
anid be well: _ Lectures and the examination test 


would be a more ble practitioner, and 
gentleman, than a wea be if he had experienced all the bene- 
ficial’ results: ‘of five. years exclusively passed in a lawyer's 
chambers. 

I humbly think, sir, there is much room for improvement; 


LAWYERS IN CANADA. 
The following communication has been received from a re- 
sident correspondent, whose opinions on so important a matter 
are worthy of all the attention which the subject demands :— 


To the Editor of Tue Soxtcrtors’ JouRNaL & WEEKLY 
REPORTER. 


Sim,—My attention has been drawn by a friend in England 
to some notices of Canadian law and lawyers, which appeared 
in the numbers of-your Journal of January 8th and February 
26th last, and as I'am afraid the statements they contain may 
induce some of the English profession to think too favourably ~ 
of the chance of success in Canada, I venture to trouble you 
with a word or two of information and experience gathered in 
that colony. 

The status of barrister-at-law acquired in England will 
enable a man to be admitted at once to the Upper Canadian 
bar -by a call of “ad eundem” and payment of fees, but to 
acquire the position of attorney and: solicitor he must, in 
addition, be articled for five years to a Canadian attorney, 
unless he has taken a degree, or obtain it within three years, 
when he may be admitted at the end of three years’ service. 

An English attorney and solicitor under the recent Acts 
may be admitted an attorney and solicitor in Upper Canada 
upon serving a Canadian attorney under articles for a year, 
and ‘advertising in the Canada Gazette two months notice of 
his intention to apply for admission and passing the exami- 
nation of the Canadian Law Society, and conforming to sundry 
minor requisites. It is not essential either for a barrister to 
acquire the status of an attorney, or for an attorney to acquire 
that of a barrister, but it is usual to unite both qualifications, 
for the simple reason that the fees allowed to attorneys are so 
small, that it is scarcely possible for an attorney to live without 
some better remuneration than the attorney’s fees.. As a sam- 
ple, I may say, that the ordinary charge for an “ attendance” 
allowed by the Courts is 1s. 3d. currency, equal to 1s. sterling. 

It was the practice, until the year 1858, for English attorneys 
to obtain special Acts of the Canadian Legislature to enable 
them to practise, the cost of which did not exceed £20; but 
that practice was put a stop to on the passing of the Provincial 
Acts of the 20 Vict. and 21 & 22 Vict., which now regulate 
the attorney portion of the profession. 

It must be borne in mind that the business of the lawyer in 
Canada is in many points different from that of a respectable 
attorney or solicitor in England. Conveyancing, in the sense 
in which that term is used in England, can scarcely be said to 
exist as part of professional business, for anybody may practise 
it, and consequently the regularly educated lawyer has to enter 
into competition with the “ agent,” the storekeeper, the stationer, 
and, in fact, with all the world; and as there is very little 
appreciation at present of the mischiefs occasioned by ignorant 
conveyancers, the remuneration for this branch of business is 
very small, although undoubtedly the loose way in which it. is 
conducted much tends to give employment for the courts. In 
the colonies, a rough and ready mode of business is more in 
vogue than in England; and a careful English i 
wil not be likely to find those qualities which are essential in 
the mother country, much appreciated in Canada. However, 
there is no doubt an opportunity for young men, not too much 
wedded to English modes of doing business, and if they possess 
certain abilities, to obtain a position here; but men whose habits 
are formed, and who have practised their profession in England, 
will find a difficulty in accommodating themselves to ‘the 
different state of the profession here, and most probably will 
feel entirely disgusted with it. I am confirmed in this view 
(which has not been formed hastily), by the course taken by ’ 
the few English solicitors who have come out’to, this colony, 
and who have generally in the end taken to other employments . 
than the law. 

The class who will be most likely to better themselves by a 
transfer here are steady, clever managing clerks, who perhaps 
may possess sufficient means to carry them over the first year 
or two of their articles. Those used to copying and engrossing 
will be prized as clerks on that account, as the business of law 
stationer is of late introduction, and it is very much the practice 
for barristers, as well as their articled clerks, to fair and 
engross their own work. ‘There are few, if any, s in 
lawyers’ offices in Canada who are not under articles, and they 
come from all classes of the community—farmers, tradespeople, 
and others, and it is not usual for them: to receive any remanera- 





and that if the poor can meet the req ents of | tion—~at all events the remuneration would be a matter 
pon tn i a Ra i oo. oh, depending much on special Se tank instance, a 
greater: lag 80. far; so behind. ‘Clever engrossing or copying clerk possibly make 
am, Sir; your servant, yo PL ReGr "L axrengemeats for remuneration where a tan of beral edvoation 
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might be able to obtain nothing. It may, however, be stated, 
with tolerable certainty, that none, either solicitor, or clerks, 
should come out unless they have the means of living for two 
or three years without salary or income. 

As to the encouragement held out for young lawyers possess- 
ing some capital, the recomm certainly seems as if it 
came from this side of the Atlantic, but as a friend I should 
ago, te yo lawyer he had better lock his capital up 

safely in Eagan for a year or so, till his wits have had a little 
exercise with and Canadian speculators, otherwise he 
may pay i Pang an In conclusion, I may add that 
the fe of law students has vastly increased in consequence 
of the “hard times” now prevalent, but I will not say that 
should deter any lawyer of a good English education, for they 
are of every sort, old men and young, rich and poor, of all 
imaginable previous occupations, from the church, the navy, the 
counter, and the counting-house, and some are clever, well- 
educated men.—Your obedient servant, . AN ENGLISHMAN. 

Toronto, Canada West, March 29, 1859. 





THE RECENT APPOINTMENT OF COUNTY COURT 
ee JUDGE. 


(From the Civil Service Gazette.) 

But one of the last, if not the least, legal appointments made 
by the Lord Chancellor has evoked another storm of reproach 
upon his learned head. As our readers are aware, the judge- 
a? of the County Court Circuit No. 53, Bath and North 

8, fell vacant about three weeks since by the death of Mr. 
Joseph Grace Smith. There was no lack of candidates for 
this much-desired and really desirable post. There were several 
members of the Western Circuit, there were numerous barris- 
ters of various standings and of divers degrees of practice; 
indeed, the difficulty of. selection lay not so much in the want 
of able and willing candidates as in the superabundance of 
aspirants worthy of the place. Had the Lord Chancellor col- 
lected the learned gentlemen around him in a dark circle and 
chosen one according to the chance of blindman’s-buff he could 
have hardly failed in picking out one suitable to fill the situa- 
tion. But the Lord Chancellor is, as we have said, peculiarly 
unfortunate in his selections. He went out of the Western 
Circuit, and out of the Common Law Bar, and he restricted 
his choice to the junior members of the Chancery Bar, looking 
for a competent county court judge among young conveyan- 
cers and equity draftsmen, and of all the conveyancers and 
equity draftsmen within his reach selecting M. Camille Felix 
Desiré Caillard. The public and the legal profession are im- 
pertinently inquisitive about this fortunate youth with the 
happy French name. But it is easier to ask questions than to 
answer them satisfactorily. Most of those who ought to know, 
barristers and solicitors, declare roundly that they never heard 
of the gentleman before, and some go so far as to throw out 
doubts of the existence of any such mortal. Without believing 
fot @ moment that the Lord Chancellor would appoint any 

+o'so important an‘office who was not fit to discharge its 
duties, we must confess that it ap po passing strange to con- 
vert°a young conveyancer and equity draftsman, by the 
stroke of aii enchanter’s wand, into the judge of a Court which 
deals exclusively in common law matters, from the jurisdiction 
of which questions of title are excepted, in which equity plead- 
ings are unknown, and in which conveyancers are rarely seen. 





THE PROCESS OF PASSING BILLS, 
(From the Civil Service Gazette.) 

The process of sending for the Commons and “ passing 
the Bills” is'a serious affair. Clerk No. 1, who has just 
deciphered the huge parchment, stands upon one side, and 
clerk..No..2 upon the opposite side of the table. Clerk No. 1 
reads the title of the Bill, and makes at the same time a -pro- 
found: bow to the commissioners ; and elerk' No. 2 also bows 
precisely at the same moment, and precisely the same number 
of inches. No piece of mechanism could be more perfect in its 
movements than the two clerks. The name of the first Bill 


cluded, clerk No, 2 makes a half turn, and, throwing his head 
round in the direction of the Commons, says—with awful dig- 
nity, and painfully marked accent—* La Reine remercie ses 
loyal subjects, accepte leur benevolencé, et ainsi le vent.” Is 
there no descendant of some statesman who sat in the assembly 
of eee 2 See Beitr, ine sie Folkmote of Alfred, or in 


the he a ar ig the 
thanked for. his thirteen 
mailioos odd wil bjt to being thanked for his tire | wo ey 





-querors ?_ Mr, Cox i ml iy below. she, ber, bat ut ihe adeniras admirer of Wat Wat 


Tyler is mute. 

but they make no pest of thus hearing, in ‘oe Fe Parliament 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, a form of 
words and language precisely similar to that used in the old 
Council of the Norman barons. We recommend this to the 
notice of members in search of a grievance. There are some 
fifty or sixty other public Bills read, which are passed by the 
same form of bowing; but in this case the form. of incantation 
by which they are converted into Acts of Parliament, is 
brief, the words being simply “ La Reine le veut met and 
a Bill of a private character which is made law by the’ 
“ Soit fait comme il est desiré.” 


& 
a 


Che Provinces. 
Bosron.—William Henry Adanis, Keq., ofthis towit: thi'gde 
Attorney-General for the Colony of ao Kong, ‘has’ ascended 


i 








the social scale to his on thus: compositor, reader, 
reporter, sub-editor, edi newspaper proprietor, barrister, 
ber of Parli t. Colonial Attorney-General, «Here ‘is 


an example under our own eyes of what a man, with ‘moderate 
abilities, and a fair share of industry and energy, may aecom- 
plish in this much-abused aristocratic England of ours.— Lin- 
colnshire Times. 


BristoL.— Cox v. Latham.—This was an action, tried’ before 
Sir J. E. Wilmot, Bart., the judge, for the recovery of the sum 
of 12. 1s., and, though’ involving but @ hepa omit oa 
amount, yet it raised a point of considerable impo! 
plaintiff, a photographer, mr the defendant an 
copper-plate, to be engrayed in the resemblance of a Stk ae sioth, 
and bearing the following upon it:—“Bank of Photography, 
Northampton. 177,921. I promise to take ‘the bearer on 
demand, for the sum of ten pence (frame, twopénce), a correct 
photographic likeness, at my Rooms, 13, Bridge-street, North- 
ampton. For the Governor and Family of the Bank of Pho- 
tography, William Cox. The best and cheapest. photographs, 
of every ‘description.” The plate was delivered to the plaintiff, 
who paid 26s. for it, and defendant subsequently engaged to 
strike off 3,000 copies upon receipt of 1/. 1s. This sum plain- 
tiff forwarded, and the defendant afterwards wrote him, 
stating that he had been cautioned by the Bank of ngland 
not to issue any of the “notes.” The plaintiff had, therefore, 
brought this action for the recovery of the Id. 1s. he had paid 
the defendant for the copies of the Plate, he having broken his 
contract. The defendant admitted the agreement, but said 
that, as the Bank of England had intimated to him that he 
was rendering himself liable to a heavy penalty and to trans- 
portation, he refused to give up the “ notes;” plaintiff had ih 
the meantime paid a guinea for Mr. Seadaisy manager. of ‘the 
Bank of England branch in this city, pro having santioont 
Latham not to issue the “ notes.” The 1 ll ne 1 Will. 4 
c. 60,8. 16, which Acts of Parliament were referred to, 
that any person who should knowingly have in ‘his possession 
any plate, wood, stone, or other material, a resemblance 
of a bank-note, rendered himself liable to pase ang years’ trans- 
portation. His Honour gave judgment for the defendant. 

Sudden Death—We regret to announce the sudden death of 
Francis Edwards, Esq. (solicitor, of the firm of Edwards & 
Nalder, of this town), which unexpected event took ag Bo at 


t, on Sunday 
d respecting whose health ailing unusual had Rang 
observed, retired to rest on Sunday evening, the 17th inst., and 
on the following morning was found dead in his bed. Disease 
of the heart was the cause of this distressing bereavement.— 


liek 


DuDLeY. — Magistrates v. Coroners.—A man, named Jabez 
Fisher, has been committed for trial for manslaughter in 
the death of a collier, named Thomas Jones, The coroners 
jury, having held an inquest on the body, have returned a yer- 
dict of “ Accidental Death.” ‘Thus the man stands committed 
by one tribunal and acquitted by the other. 


Leeps.—Allowances to Promaners @ and Witnesses in Crimi- 
- yan ncaa Sar he following ae Bae has been received from 

e etary i memorial from 
magistrates ye at “Pon sessions, respecting 


nacy of the present scale of allowances nearest 


and witnesses in ponents 
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ie owances 

San wines tn ertoioal prosecutions rad Tama to inforat 70% that the 
representation of Detunghantes will receive due consideration.—I am, 
Sir, your obedient servant, H. Wappineron. 
The Clerk of the Peace for the West Riding of 

Yorkshire, Wakefield. 
We that a speedy revision of the scale of allowances will 
now take place.—Leeds Mercury. 

Major-General Havelock, the younger and only surviving 
brother of the renowned Havelock, the deliverer of Lucknow, 
is a candidate for the governorship of the Leeds Borough Gaol. 

STaAFFORD.—County Court.—The Court for this town was 
held on Monday, the 18th inst., before Sir Walter B. Liddell, 
Bart. During the sitting his Honour suggested the desirability of 
professional gentlemen appearing robed, a procedure which 
would give greater dignity to the administration of justice, and 
enable him to discern between strangers and the gentlemen of 
‘eeal profession. The er were well received by the 

gentlemen present, and it is not unlikely they will shortly 
adopt the suggestion of his Honour. 

WiGan.—Ezpenses of calling out the Military—At the 
Kirkdale Quarter Sessions, held on the 19th tak. for the 
despatch of general business, Mr. Acton submitted an account 
of 113. 12s. 74d., being the expenses incurred by two of the 
justices in calling the military from Manchester during the late 
colliery riots at Wigan. Mr. S. Holme moved that a select 
committee be appointed to take the subject into consideration, 
and report to the next Quarter Sessions. The law-clerk read 
the 2nd section of the 41st Geo. 3, c. 78, which made it 
lawful for justices to grant extra expenses incurred in the 
execution of their respective duties in all cases of riots or 
tumults. Mr. Theakstone seconded the motion. Mr. Acton 
moved that the account, which had been approved by two 
justices, be allowed; they could consider the principle after- 
wards. Mr. Gilbert Henderson seconded the amendment. He 
urged that the justices should be promptly supported by that 
Court in the execution of their duty. ‘The amendment was 
carried by eight to five. 

- <> 


Ereland. 
THE LAWYERS AND THE GENERAL ELECTION. 

A perusal of the election intelligence which from day to day 
appears in the journals leads to two conclusions—first, that 
there is more than commonanxiety on the part of lawyers to 
get into Parliament; and, secondly, that constituencies exhibit a 
preference for candidates whose qualifications are of the terri- 
torial, or of the commercial, or, in truth, of any other but the 
legal kind. The first-mentioned fact is not very much to be 
wondered at, especially when it is remembered that the Par- 
liamentary avenue to high promotion has been recently shown 
to be a shorter and easier one than the merely forensic path, 
But this position of affairs has attracted the attention of the 
constituencies as well as of expectant lawyers; and one of the 
latter class who issues an address to any body of electors to 
whom he is not exceedingly well known, is pretty sure to be 
charged with an intention of making them a mere stepping- 
stone to the bench, and to be, accordingly, neglected in ‘favour 
of any other candidate who may happen to present himself. 

On the whole, therefore, there is no reason to suppose that 
the profession will be more strongly represented in the new, 
than it was in the old Parliament; nor are any material changes 
to be anticipated. Beginning at the “first constituency of 
Ireland,” as it likes to be called—that is, Dublin University— 
Attorney-General Whiteside need fear no opposition, nor need 
his non-professional colleague be more apprehensive—for the 
two or three lawyers who but recently issued addresses, are 


now profoundly silent on the subject. Dublin city will indeed 
witness a contested election; but the opposition candidate, Mr. 
Brady, the son of the ex-Chancellor, and himself a member of 
the bar, is believed to be leading a very forlorn lope. In Belfast, 
Sir H. Cairns will have a walk over. In Wexford county one 
of the late members, Mr. M‘Mahon, of the English bar, will 
again be elected; but a vigorous, and probably a successful 
attack will be made on the second. seat by Mr. George, Q.C., 
the present Solicitor-ieneral for Ireland. © In the little boréug 





of New Ross, the opposition will be led by Mr. John Rea, the soli- 
citor, of Belfast, whose name has been, of late, conspicuous in con- 
nection with the defence of the Phoenix prisoners. If returned to 
Parliament, Mr. Rea will assuredly prove one of the most loqua- 
cious and active of the new bers.’ In Kilkenny county 
Serjeant Shee is engaged in prosecuting his canvass; but his 
opponent, a country- gentleman, from Mayo, appears to be the 
favourite with both clergy and people. Carrickfergus, which 
hitherto returned a lawyer, will now. do so no longer. An 
address was iately issued to the-electors of Clare, by Mr. T. RB. 
Henn, Q.C., but it was so badly received that no further 
demonstration from the same quarter will be made. In like 
manner Mr. Lane, Q.C., threatened to contest Tralee with 
Captain O'Connell, but speedily withdrew his pretensions, and 
has not since been heard of. 

Limerick city, which until lately ret urned a learned serjeant 
now ignores the claims of the lawyers; and the contest wilklie 
between two merchants and a cavalry officer. For the great 
county of Cork, Serjeant Deasy is now, as before, the favourite 
candidate, although for the second seat a close encounter is 
expected. For the representation of the narrow and corrupt 
constituency of Cashel, several candidates have offered, and 
among them Mr. H. G. Hughes, Q.C., formerly Solicitor-General, 
and Mr. C. H. Hemphill, of the Leinster Circuit; but a Mr. 
Lanigan, of local fame, appears to have a better chance than 
either of those learned gentlemen. Mr. J. T. Ball, Q.C., Mr. 
De Moleyns, Q.C., Mr. R. Longfield, and several other barris- 
ters, and Mr. H. O'Shea and Mr. T. Jameson, solicitors, have, 
in various other provincial boroughs, been put forward or named 
as probable candidates; bat it is not believed that any one of 
them will actually be put in nomination when the time arrives. 
On the other hand, Mr. Butt, Q.C., is confident of re-election at 
Youghal, as is also Mr. Miller, Q.C., at Armagh, and Mr. Fitz- 
gerald, Q.C., at Emmis. Meanwhile, throughout cities, boroughs, 
and counties, the Solieiters are busily engaged in electioneering; 
and, whoever has reason to complain of the dissolution of Par- 
liament, they Tixve none. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS. 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed -R. Buchanan, Esq., to 
be clerk of theredords in the Registrar's office, Court of Chan- 
cery. The Lord €haneellor has also appointed Mr. Robert 
Martley, eldest “son of the late Judge Martley, to the junior 
clerkship in the’ Registtar’s office, vacant in consequence of Mr. 
Buchanan's promotion, 

The Attorney-General has nominated Mr, Shegog, of the 
North east Circuit, as Crown Prosecutor for the county of 
Louth, &c., in the place of Mr. W. C. Dobbs, Q.C., recently 
promoted to a judgeship in the Landed Estates Court. 








DeatH or Joun D. Hynpman, Esq, Crry CORONER. 
—We regret having to announce the demise of this amiable 
and respected gentleman, which sad event took place this morn- 
ing quite unexpectedly at his residence, No. 4, Eglinton-terrace, 
Wellington-road. The deceased was in the actof shaving him- 
self, when he became ill, and almost immediately expired... Mr. 
Hyndman held the office of city coroner for a number of years, 
and rendered himself much beloved by his amiability of cha- 
racter, his courtesy and kindness to the poor, as well as for the 
manner in which he discharged the duties of his office. Mr. 
Hyndman owned considerable property in the county Tippe- 
rary, and was regarded by his tenantry as an excellent land- 
lord. Disease of the heart, under which Mr. Hyndman had 
been labouring for some time past, was the immediate cause of 
death.—Freeman’s Journal. 


ApprReEss TO Epwarp TicKEtL, Esq, Q.C.—An address 
was presented last week to this estimable gentleman, signed by 
the majority of the leading men in the county Armagh, and 
presented by Colonel Caulfield, at the head of a deputation, in 
acknowledgment of his private worth and public services. 
Before the deputation left, the learned gentleman consented to 
sit for his bust, to be placed in the Court-house, in honour of 
his long judicial career and honourable, upright character. 


Tre Crown Sorictrorsui? or THE NORTH-EAST CIRCUIT 
—The following account appears in the Dublin papers:—* We 
understand the Crown Solicitorship on the North-cast Cirenit 
is about to become vacant, by, the resignation of Mr Hamilton, 
This gentleman has held the office for many years, and is now 
fairly entitled to a retiring allowance. We have heard the 
names of certain aspirants tothe appointment, which is in the, 
gift of the Irish Attorney-General, but-it would be premature at 
present to give publicity to them. 
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Scotland. 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERALSHIP. 


This office, vacant by Mr. David Muir having succeeded 
Mr. Charles Baillie as Lord Advocate, has been filled up by 
the appointment of Mr. George Patten, an arrangement to 
which no objection is likely to be made, on the contrary, the 
feeling is that, all things considered, Mr. Patten’s elevation to a 
Crown office might have been expected sooner, and must be 
held to have come somewhat after his “turn,” as fixed by pro- 
fessional position.—Scotsman. 


y 
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Reviews. 


A Treatise on the Election of Representatives, Parliamentary and 
Municipal. By Tuomas Hare, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Longmans. 

We are scarcely wandering beyond our customary province 
in selecting for review a work upon representation, which deals 
with the constitutional question of the day in a spirit at once 
legal and philosophical. There is an originality about Mr. 
Hare’s scheme of reform which will startle most speculators on 
the subject, but it is combined with an appreciation of sound 
principles, and a mastery of practical details, which will win for 
it a thoughtful consideration even from those who, like our- 
selves, are unable to accept it as a possible solution of the dif- 
ficulty which the new Parliament will be called upon to dis- 
pose of. The great defects which Mr. Hare discerns in the 
existing system of Parliamentary representation will not be 
denied by the most determined sticklers for the simple, though 
clumsy contrivances by which the country gets itself repre- 
sented, or misrepresented, as it may happen, in the great coun- 
ceil of the nation. First among the complaints which our 
author urges against the present machinery for the manufacture 
of a Parliament is the extinction of the voice of minorities, 
which Lord John Russell endeavoured to a slight extent to 
remedy by his Bill of 1854. Somewhere about two-fifths of 
the electoral power of the country is spent upon candidates who 
are not returned, and the House of Commons can only be con- 
sidered to represent about 750,000 out of a total number of 
1,250,000 electors. The borough of Finsbury, for example, 
which includes in its constituency a very large number of men 
of high legal and general education, ordinarily returns mem- 
bers, of whom we will say nothing worse than that they 
are not the choice of the most capable class of the 
constituency. In a vast number of other boroughs large 
minorities are silenced as effectually as Lincoln’s-inn is 
silenced by the districts with which it is for electoral purposes 
associated. And toa greater orless extent the sameevil is felt,and 
must be felt in every county or borough where an outnumbered 
class is left without influence in the choice of the member who is 
supposed to represent them. Lord John Russell’s remedy for this 
acknowledged evil was, as Mr. Hare points out, very partial in 
its scope. It extended only to those constituencies where as 
many as three members were returned. Even this rough 
attempt to secure to minorities an instalment of their rights 
was thought too refined by legislators who have a great horror 
of being betrayed into a philosophical treatment of a practical 
subject. Lord John himself seems to have abagdoned his old 
idea, and to have accepted, as an inevitable necessity, that 
tyranny of majorities which he once denounced. We shall 
presently explain how Mr. Hare proposes to redress absolutely 
and entirely the wrongs which outvoted voters are now com- 
pelled to endure. But before we notice the new scheme we 
must mention another imperfection of the present system which 
it is designed to correct. Mr. Hare’s leading principle is to 
re-establish the sense of personal responsibility in voting, and 
to give effect. to every shade of individual opinion. All the 
necessary machinery of candidature from the first working of 
the little clique who practically select the individual candidate, 
down to the arts of canvassing, the science of agency, and the 
more flagrant influences of bribery and intimidation, are 
sketched with as much force as truth. The moral of the story 
is, that the mass of electors are almost helpless in the hands of 
party agents, and more often than not are compelled to vote for 
4 man whom do not admire, in order to exclude another, 
to whom they positively object. The triumphant candidate 
is not even the choice of the majority who return him; and, 





with the exception of the few moving spirits who pull the wires, 
scarcely apy.one is able to say that he is represented by the 
member whom he would’ wally have selected. This, like 





the extinction of the votes of minorities, is commonly 
garded as an inevitable accident of any representative system. 
The object of Mr. Hare’s book is to show t arte ous seared 
to devise machinery by which both of these admitted evils may 
be entirely remedied, and that Parliament may be made to re- 
present every variety of political opinion, in the exact propor. 
tion in which it prevails in the community at large. Certainly, 
no such representation exists at present. To take one impor- 
tant class as an example, there must be scattered dirdeghous 
the country a very large number of persons who approach poli- 
tics as a science, and bring to bear upon it dispassionate and 
philosophical views, which are not represented by any one of 
the 654 sages who are supposed to embody the wisdom of the 
nation. From the necessity of the case, electors of this high 
class must find themselves swamped in the overwhelming 
numbers of the constituency to which they belong, although, if 
they could be gathered into one electoral body, their numbers 
might entitle them to many representatives, who might prove an 
invaluable addition to the ranks of the House of Commons. 

Pursuing this train of thought, Mr. Hare arrives at the in- 
evitable conclusion, that the tyranny of majorities, and the 
suppression of so much valuable individual opinion, is attributa- 
ble entirely to what he terms the geographical principle of the 
system of representation which has prevailed from time imme- 
morial. If a man is compelled to exercise his suffrage in asso- 
ciation with the persons who live in the same borough or in the 
same county, he cannot escape political annihilation if the 
bulk of his neighbours entertain opinions contrary to his own. 
But if each elector were enabled to record his vote in associa- 
tion with like-minded persons throughout the kingdom, the 
consent of an adequate number of scattered minorities might 
suffice to return a member who would represent the genuine 
opinions of those who are now practically deprived of their 
suffrage by the accident of their local habitation. 

This is Mr. Hare’s principle, though, as we shall shortly 
explain, he does not carry it out to its utmost logical extent. 
Had he done so, his plan would have resolved itself into this— 
Let every*voter in the country make out a list from among all 
the candidates who have announced themselves, setting down 
the names of as many as he pleases in the order of his prefer- 
ence for them. As these voting papers come in, let each vote 
be recorded in favour of the candidate placed at the top of the 
list, until that candidate has gained a certain prescribed number 
of votes previously fixed upon as sufficient to return a member. 
When any candidate has thus secured his return, let his name 
be erased from all future voting papers which may be sent in, 
and let those votes be carried to the credit of the candidate 
who (after such erasure) shall stand highest in the paper. Let 
this process be continued by erasing the names of one candidate 
after another as fast as they may attain the prescribed number 
of votes, By this machinery, every man’s vote would be recorded 
once, and once only. So long as the voter’s first candidate 
required any votes to make up his quota the vote would be 
recorded for him, But if a paper was sent in,giving the first place 
to a candidate already returned, the vote would go to the candi- 
date placed second in the list, unless his return also was already 
secured; and so in every case the vote of each elector would be 
ascribed to the candidate highest in his list, who had not already 
secured his return. But how would the number of votes 
essential to return a member be fixed? Mr. Hare solves this 
difficulty by a simple arithmetical process. Divide the total 
number of registered electors by 654, and the quotient will be 
the number of votes required to make a member. On this 
plan, since each vote is to be recorded once only, it will be im- 
possible that more than 654 members should be returned, 
although the number might be somewhat less, by reason of 
some electors not voting at all, and others wasting their votes 
in an ineffectual manner. 

We cannot enter into all the ingenious details of Mr. Hare's 
project of reform; but it will be easily seen that the general 
scheme Wwe have described would really give equal influence to 
every voter in the kingdom, and would secure the return of 
every man who could collect from all parts of the country g}th 
part of the total number of votes—which, according to Mr. 
Hare’s calculations, would now be about 1840 votes. ‘The 
consequence of such a plan as this would be, that each member 
would simply represent the necessary quota of electors who 
might be scattered about the country, from John o’ Groat’s to 
the Land’s End, There would be no Members for London or 
Middlesex, or the West Riding or Calne, or any other district 
but every member of Parliament would represent an undivided 
ahith part of the people, without any territorial association with 
a particular constituency. We have ex this broad 
scheme, both because it is the natural result of Mr. Hare’s 
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al he might only obtain 200 votes in that select borough, 
provided he could make up his quota of 1840 votes from his 
admirers in Li or elsewhere; and Lord Stanley might 


be beaten in the city and yet have gained more than enough 

votes to seat him nominally for some other borough for which 

he was a candidate. Nay, a possible case might arise where a 

candidate would have polled the requisite quota of votes, and 

by others in every individual constituency for which 
estood. Mr. Pod satay this case by empowering the House 

: such a candidate a member of the House 

without any local designation, The very necessity of dealing 

with su@h a case as exceptional shows where the scheme of Mr. 

Hare really halts. It would be absolutely successful in pre- 

venting individual opinion from being swamped, as it now is, 

and in securing a real representation of every section of the 

community. But it cannot be reconciled with the notion of a 

local distribution of seats, and the ingenious arrangements by 

which Mr. Hare seeks to retain the semblance of geographical 
representation, while he repudiates the principle altogether, 
only prove that a plan which would give us a much better 

Parliament than we can look for on the existing system 

is hopeless as a practical scheme in the author's own 

estimation, His concession to the idea, that each member 
ought to represent a particular place, is an admission of a feel- 
ing—perhaps he would call it a prejudice—in favour of local re- 
presentation too strong to be set at nought. This topographical 
theory will no more mingle with the loftier principle of equal 
representation of individual opinion than oil will mix with 
water. Mr. Hare’s plan is an attempt to combine the two hos- 
tile principles, but it does it by making the locality of each 
seat more nominal than real. The simplicity of the new theory 
is marred by a compromise, which at the same time yields too 
ittle to conciliate traditional and local feelings, which even 

r. Hare does not venture altogether to despise, But, though 
we are compelled to believe that the project could not be enter- 
tained as a practical scheme for England in the nineteenth cen- 
tury, we must acknowledge that Mr. Hare has exposed, with 
admirable skill, the worst blots of our electoral system; and 
that, if people could only be got to reconcile themselves to 
members who represented every one in general, and no one in 
particular, the anti-geographical scheme would give us what, 
we fear, we shall not obtain in any other way—an assembly 
which would really be a perfect mirror of public opinion. 

The Election Statutes and Corrupt Practices Act. Edited by 
Witr1am Henry Cooke, . M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
London; Murray, 1859. 

This little work contains all the existing statutes relating to 
elections, from the time of Henry VI. downwards. “rhe 
“ editing” is wholly confined to the citation of about a dozen 
authorities, and two or three references to repealing enactments, 
unless indeed we ought to include under the same head a very 
meagre index, which is appended to the statutes. 

— ate cael . 

STATISTICS OF SuicrpE.—An appendage to the Registrar- 
General’s mortality is published this month in the 
« Journal of Psychological Medicine.” It contains a curious 
series of calculations, deduced from the observations of many 
years, with reference to suicide. The tendency of persons to 
commit suicide, according to their age, is very remarkable, and 
the light which is thrown on this branch of the subject is, 
perhaps, the most valuable of the The average 
yearly number of suicides (whether attempts at suicide are 
included is not stated, but, from the figures, it would seem 
likely), is something over a thousand—or, more accurately, 
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5,415 in five s, those from 1852 to 1856 being the years 
obser this number 3,886 were males, and 1,529 
females. © suicides to have been committed by 


persons under 10 years of age, and between this age and 15 





instances are first observed. The tendency to self-destruction 
then steadily increases until about the age of 55, at which 
time the tendency is at the maximum, but after this period 
steadily declines as old age advances, The tendency in females 
is greater at a more advanced period of life, and from 65 to 75 
appears to be greatest. With reference to the modes of suicide 
most in favour some very surprising facts are brought to 
none more so than that of all deaths hanging is the 
most frequently adopted. In a period during which all 
other means of destroying life had been resorted to by 
persons, 3,212 had killed themselves by hanging. ‘The 
deaths were mostly produced by mechanical injury of 
kind, 1,424 being the number of suicides in this 
and only 561, strange to say, were produced by 
agency; 13 were owing to precipitation down a mine, and 10 
were committed on railroads. Hanging is, as we haye 
said, the favourite plan of both sexes; but the other modes of 
death are adopted by males and females with different degrees 
of frequency. With males, the order is as follows: hanging, 
throat-cutting, drowning, poisoning ; while with females, it is 
hanging, drowning, poisoning, and cutting throats. Women, 
too, use a greater variety of poisons than men, opium being 
generally preferred, arsenic and oxalic acid next ; in 
all, seventeen forms of poison are resorted to by women, ten by 
The paper in the “ Journal of Psychological Medicine” 
contains, in addition to the information from which the above 
facts are extracted, much relating to the suicides in foreign 
countries which possess considerable interest, and the whole is 
well worth the study of all interested in the phenomena of 


human conduct, 

Curious Innertrance.— A singular ease of an English 
family resident in Efigland being about to succeed to a landed 
estate in Normandy, has recently oceurred. By the French 
law, when a man dies intestate, without children or brothers or 
sisters, his property is subject to his widow's life interest, 
divided equally between his paternal and maternal relations in 
the ascending line. A M. Moissard died a short time ago in 
this condition, at Orbec, in the Department of Calvados, in 
Normandy, leaving an estate of the value of some eight or 
ten thousand pounds sterling. An English lady, Mrs. Lesage, 
and her son and daughter, resident at Ramsbury, in Wilts, 
are, on inquiry, found to be M. Moissard’s nearest maternal 
relatives. This relationship arises through Mrs. Lesage’s 
late husband, a M. Lesage, who came a refugee to Eng- 
land during the Reign of Terror, and settling down as 
an English subject passed the remainder of his life at Rams- 
bury as a schoolmaster, much respected, and died fifteen years 
since. His widow, to her agreeable surprise, lately received 
from France the news of this unexpected windfall. Matters 
of this sort, however, are seldom permitted to run smoothly, 
especially in litigious Normandy. Some parties have made a 
legal opposition to Mrs. Lesage’s claim, and her case was heard 
recently in the Civil Tribunal at Lisieux, and the j t 
will no doubt be shortly pronounced in her favout. Mr. 
Burke, of the English bar, instructed by Mrs. Lesage’s London 
solicitors, attended the court at Lisieux, during the pee A 
assist her French counsel in any points of English law 
might arise. Three Norman advocates of distinction were 
engaged in the case.—F'rench Paper. 


New Act on Pusiic Orrices.—On the 19th inst. an Act 
was (22 Vict. c. 19) ‘to make further provision for 
enabling the Commissioners of her Majesty's Works to acquire @ 
site for additional offices for the public service near Whitehall 
and her Majesty’s palace at Westminster.” Under “the Down- 
ing-street Public Offices Extension Act, 1855,” the com- 
missioners acquired a site, and with a view to further facilitate 
the despatch of public business, it is declared to be expedient 
that several of the principal offices in whichr business 1s now 
carried on should be concentrated, and that a site of 
extent and conveniently situate for the erection of ie 
thereon should be provided, and that certain land of her 
Majesty and of her Majesty's subjects situate near Whitehall 
and the Palace at Westminster desoribed in the schedule 
annexed to the Act should be acquired and i by 
the Commissioners of Works and Buildings, “the Com- 
missioners” for the purpose ing to 
The commissioners are in and are 
into execution. The lands purchased by 
are to vest in them for the public service. 
when issued by the Commissioners of the 
deposited at the office of the Commissioners 
be open for inspection to 
every such inspection. 
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schedule, and is situate in Upper Crown-street, Lower Crown- 
street, Crown-court, Charles-street, Duke-street, and “King- 
street, the houses in which are occupied, and the names of 
the tenants and owners are given. The “ ways” required 
for the’ purposes of the Act belong to the Crown, and 
are described as the steps and way of St. James’s 
Park, with the gravel-road and enclosed lawn. The com- 
missioners are empowered to stop up ways and streets, 
and to raise or Jower streets, with power to take 
land. No land is to be taken without consent, unless men- 
tioned in the schedule, but premises may be taken notwith- 
standing errors in the same. The commissioners, their sur- 
veyors, &c., are to enter upon land for surveying and valuing 
the same. All compulsory purchases must be made by the 
commissioners within three years from the passing of this Act. 
All parties are authorised as trustees, &c., to sell and convey. 
Satisfaction is to be made and accepted on or before the expi- 
ration of a month after notice from the commissioners; the 
parties are to deliver in a claim, and if they refuse to treat, or 
do not agree, then-a jury is to be summoned to assess the 
amount of compensation to be awarded. ‘There are various 
provisions as to the manner in which land is to be obtained. 
As to disputes not exceeding £50, two or more justices of the 
peace’are to settle the matter. The commissioners are not to 
take possession until the purchase-money is tendered or paid; 
and in the event of refusal, or otherwise, the money is to be 
paid into the Bank of England, on which they can take 

sion. ‘There are several clauses respecting defective titles, and 
other contingencies, and the Court of Chancery can be applied 
to on the subject. Tenants at will are to quit on six months’ 
notice, and, if required, before their term expires to have com- 
pensation. On parties not agreeing to thie compensation to be 
awarded, the point in dispute may be referred to arbitration to 
fix the price. The commissioners are to make good to the 
parishes of St. Margaret and St. John the Evangelist any 
deficiencies in the amount of the rate in regard to the property 
they require. The deeds necessary to convey the property are 
not to be liable to stamp duty, and are to be enrolled in the 
Court of Exchequer. Among the fifty-nine sections in the 
statute, provision has been made to meet the questions likely 
to arise. The new law is to be cited as “ The Public Offices 
Extension Act, 1859.” 

TRIAL OF Senator SICKLES FOR THE MURDER OF MR. 
Key, at WAsHINGTON.—The trial of Sickles commenced on 
the 4th, before Judge Crawford, but it was not until the 6th 
that a full jury (out of 170 persons summoned) was obtained. 
The majority of those disqualified expressed sympathy for the 
prisoner. Qn the 7th, before the commencement of the pro- 
ceedings, the following conversation took place:—The Judge: 
“After the jurors were dismissed yesterday, one of the eleven 
came up to the bench and asked if he ‘could say a word to me.’ 
I told him ‘No, not about this case.’ However, he went on to 
say, ‘I answered the question put to me, but since I have been 
sworn and been in the jury-box I have been reflecting on this 
thing. I am not quite satisfied with myself.’ On which I said, 
‘I cannot relieve you.’ ‘Turning round, he went off. I think it 
right to mention this publicly, in case counsel may think proper 
to move about it. So little impression did the man’s appear- 
ance make on me, that I cannot recognise him now, but he is 
one of the eleven.” Mr. More, the juror, standing up, said: “I 
was impressed with the responsibility that rested on me, and felt 
a kind of shrinking from the duty.” Judge: “I hope you were.” 
Juror: “It made me feel unpleasant; but this morning I can say 
to the court that I feel perfectly satisfied in my own mind.’ 
Judge: “Very well, I am glad to hear it; it was the duty of the 
Court to state this.” Juror: “I am very glad I have this 
privilege of making explanations.” Mr. Ould then opened 
the case’ for the prosecution, which occupied about forty 
minutes, after which witnesses were examined. The case for 
the prosecution closed on the 8th. An effort was made, on the 
part of the defence, to compel the district-attorney to call Mr. 
Butterworth, Mr. Wooldridge, and the Hon. Robert J. Walker, 
but he refused, and he was sustained in his refusal by Judge 
Crawford. The grounds on which the judge based his decision 
were, the personal friendship of Mr. Butterworth for the 
accused, and the fact that Messrs. Walker and Wooldridge 
were not avtual witnesses of the act of killing. On the 9th, 
the counsel for the defence openéd his case, which he concluded 
on the following day, and the examination of witnesses com- 
menced. (Qn the 12th, as a friend of Sickles was giving his 
testimony he was so overcome that he had ‘to leave the 
court. Mrs. Sicklés’s confession of guilt was put in as evi- 
dence.- She states that the criminal intimacy with Key 
commenéed ‘in April. . The Washington correspondent of ‘the 





New York Times gives a sketch of Judge Crawford :—“ ‘As‘for 
Judge Crawford, before whom the case is‘heard, he seems to 
have so far agreeably disappointed ‘the expectations of the de- 
fence. Except in the matter of cooping up the prisoner, his 
decisions have been marked by firmness and impartiality. He 
is evidently an old gentleman of strictly routine habits, which 
he displays most satisfactorily in adjourning regularly at three 
o'clock. His great age, extended apparently beyond the three- 
score years and ten, has not dulled his reason or impaired ‘his 
faculties. On the contrary, he observes the case and recalls 
the evidence with as much acuteness and clearness as any of 
the counsel at the bar.” 

Tue GREAT WESTMINSTER CLocK.—If it were not that we 
have so often been told so, and have so often been disappointed, 
we should really believe that there was some prospect of seeing 
the great clock at Westminster positively going before any very 
distant date. The ground we have for this belief is, that the 
works of the clock, or at any rate some of them, have been 
taken to Westminster, where Mr. Dent’s workmen are beginning 
to put them together. Among the minor difficulties which are 
still looming in the future, is that of winding up the monstrous 
piece of machinery. To wind it by hand labour is almost out 
of the question. It will require winding once in three days, 
and takes 11,500 revolutions of the handle to wind it com- 
pletely. Supposing two men to be able at such labour to work 
continuously, and make 800 revolutions of the handle per hour, 
it would require 144 hours of such exertion every third day, 
Of course Mr. Denison will devise some contrivance which will 
obviate this difficulty, and he can scarcely find a better one 
than has already been worked out by Mr. James and the inde- 
fatigable clerk of the works at the new Houses, Mr. Quarm. 
By the plan of these gentlemen the clock is made self-winding, 
When the weights have descended a certain length, they open a 
valve communicating with a column of water from the top of 
the tower. This water is let into a cylinder with a piston of 
six feet stroke, which, by. the weight of the water, is forced up 
with the clock weights to its full height. As often as the cloc 
strikes, this hydraulic winder acts with the expenditure of a 
very small quantity of water. Of course, when the piston is 
out to its full stroke, the valve communicating with the column 
of water is shut off, and the piston descends till the weights 
again reach the level at which they require winding. The 
number of gas jets tu illuminate each dial has been ‘reduced to 
38, making 152 burners for all. These, as we have before 
stated, are so connected with the mechanism of the clock as to 
be gradually burnt down with the approach of dawn each 
morning, and burnt in full again as the sun ‘sinks. All the 
additioual supports which were required for the bell framework 
have been adjusted, and the frame of Big Ben and his satellites 
is now as rigid as the tower itself—Globe. A few days before the 
prorogation of Parliament, Mr. Hankey moved for a return of 
the time when the Westminster clock would be actually going, 
and some particulars of its history. Some information has, in 
consequence, been extracted from Lord John Manners, who 
to-day issues a Parliamentary paper on the subject. According 
to a report from Mr. Denison, the clock will be going before 
the new Parliament meets, as the clock is now at the palace, 
ready to be fixed as soon as the plasterers and bricklayers shall 
have done their work. The total cost of the clock up to the 
present time has been £20,307, and it is estimated that a fur- 
ther sum of £1,750 will be required before the work is com- 
plete. The cost of the clock itself and the dials has been 
£8,279, and the bells £5,966. 


etal 


Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 
NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1859. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


Middlesex. Nalder v, Clayton and Another. 
» Clark v. M'Gaw. 
” Betts v. Menzies. 
London. Wills v. Cattling. 
ye Hancock »v. Somes, 
Essex. Ralph ve. Barton. 
a0 Bircham, sen., Sat iat, v. Walker. 
» The Queen ¢. r Otherg, 
Sussex. Carter v. Poole. 
Surrey. Costar v. Hetherington. 
He ' Brazier v, Polytechnic Institution. 
a Potter v. Coomber. 
“i Martin v. The Travellers and Maring Insurance Co. 
Oxford. Cole and Others v. Heyden and Others. 
* , bi v. Ringrove. ' . . 
Stafford. e Queen v. Burslem Local Board of Health. 
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= Werk onl, seater © Lawede, clerk, te. 
Piatt and Another v. Hare, K 
Northumberland Waters v. Bulmer. : 
Lord Foley and Another, executor and executrix, &c., v. 
Liverpool. Macdonald v. Longbottom. 
e serra beat v. Hawksley. ~ 
yi 7 Aha g v. Tine Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Mpallway Com 
‘° Macnee and Others ». Nimmo. 
Chester. Bott v. Akroyd and Another. 
Liverpool. Bracegirdle v. Daley. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Dem. Goode v. The South Wales tiga Company. 
» Puzey and Another v. Morto 


yd 
. and Wife v. Cave and Others. 
» Biddulph v. Lord Camoys and Others. 
Dem. pS pte v. Provis, 
a and Another v. Hare, Knt. 
v0. Rennie and Others». The Peinlar and Oriental tear 


Navigation Com 
” Brown and Others Ty. The Royal Insurance Company, 


CROWN PAPER. 
W. R., Yorks. The Queen v. The Inhabitants of Heaton. 
Staffordshire. | Henry Caswell, Appellant ; George Morgan, Respondent. 
Lancashire. _ The Queen v. The Bury Improvement Commissioners, 
Northampton. The Queen v. The Inhabitants of St. Sepulchre. 
The Queen v. C. Skelton. 


Common Pleas. 
NEW TRIALS MOVED.—Hitary Term, 1859. 
Horniblow v. Varicas. 





London, Rowland v. Lazarus. 
” Hemming v. Hale and Another. 
York. Holt and Others, executors, &c., v. Mason and Another. 
Liverpool. Cazenove and Another, assignees, (A v. The British Equit- 
able Assurance Company. 
” Baines and Another v. Woodfall. 
Lancaster. Walmsley and Another v. Milne. 
Leicester, clerk, v. 
Surrey. Blaikie Others v. Steinbridge 
Po Falle v. Ruck. 
Sussex. ‘ Stevens v. Gourley. 
Carnarvon. ' Symmonds and Another v. Lloyd. 

The New ee not be proceeded with during the next week, 
but-the Special Paper will be taken on Wednesday, the 27th inst., and two 
following days. 

DEMURRER PAPER. 
Dem. Hutton v. Kean. 


” Barber v. Lesiter, © 
Case from Justs. In the matter of Joseph Sewell. 
; Steward v. Gromett. 





Exchequer of Pleas. 
. NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1859. 
Error. The Bristol and Exeter Railway Company v. Garton and 
Another. 
Gilbertson v. Richards and Others. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


” 
' Price ©. Worwood 
. v. Worwood. 
London. v. Bagshaw. 
” Same v. 
» Carter v. Crick. 
” . Langton v. Higgins. 
” Withers v. Parker and Another. 
- Hunt v. Edmonds. 
” Solomon v. The Vintners’ Company. 
” Roles v. Davis. 
Norwich. Clark and Others v. Pain and Another. 
Maidstone. Betts v. Burch. 
Kingston. Alexander v. Worman. 
Winchester, Howe v. Scarrott. 
” Sharp v. Searrott. 
” Slatterie v. Moody. 
Exeter, Harding and Others v. Edgecombe, Clerk. 
Taunton. Tidlall v. James, } 
Gloucester. Allaway and Another ». Wagstaff. 
Northampton. Harrison v. v. Hyde 


% Devanty ~ Barsby. 


Warwick v. Machin. 
Binet Th 
Morthamberid. v. The Whitehaven Junction Railway Company. 
ork. . ‘The Metropolitan Counties and General Li’e Assurance 
Loan and Investment Society v. Brown. 
»- Liversidge.v, Broadbelt. 
Liverpool. per hb pew Administrator, &c., 7. Johnson. 
” Lindsay and Others v, Janson. 
” ire v. The Medical, Invalid, and General Life 
Assurance Society, 
”  SPECLIAL-PAPER. . 
Dem. . __. Mounsey v. Ford and 
a ac Rng an 
” v. 


: and Wife, Exectiivix:®: Friswell. 
: Sib 2 Sorte cal Oe Foto 


papereresoresscraset 





Dem. Atkinson and Another ¢. Kitchin, , 
Sp. Case by ma Hickes and Another v. Rodiconachi. 


der of Nisi Pri. 
Dem. Cairns v. Murphy. 
» Tancred v. A . 
Sp. Case. Sturgis, Assignee, &c., v. Davell, Administrator, &e. , 
Dem. Parker v. Ince. 





Lrchequer Chamber, 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument of Errors and 
Appeal 


QuEeEn’s BencH. 

Friday, May 13. ae Saturday, May 14. 
Common PLEAS. 
Monday, May 16. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 


Tuesday, May 17. | Wednesday, May 18. 
— @——_ 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. 


COLLYER—On April 25, at 36 ate ponte. Portman-square, the wife of 
Andrew Alfred Collyer, Esq., of 

EVANS—On April 26 at Ridway-place, Wimbledon, the wife of William 
David Evans, Esq., of Lincoln’ s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, prematurely, of a 
still-born child. 

HUGHES—On April 25, at.Oak-villas, Haverstock-hill, Hampstead, Mrs. 
George Martin Hughes, of a daughter. 

JOHNS—On a _ at the Elms, Ringwood, the wife of H. Tremenheere 
J 


iohns, Esq., 0! 
PRENTICE Ap ‘april 24, at 50 Doughty-street, the wife of Samuel Pren- 
tice, 
TAYLOR—On April 24, at Lavender Sweep, Wandsworth, Laura, the wife 
of Tom Taylor, Esq., ‘of @ son. 
TIDCOMBE -- On ‘April 21, et Crewkerne, Somersetshire, the wife of John 
James Tidcombe, Esq., of a son, stillborn. 


MARRIAGES, 

BEAUMONT—SCOTT—On April 20, at - Saints’-church, Wath-upon- 
Dearne, near Rotherham, by the Rev. H. Partington, Mr. is 
Beaumont, of this town, Solicitor, to Mary, * ham agai of Mr. 
James Scott, of Highfield-house, Wath-upon- Dearne 

BOUSKELL—HARRIS—On April 27, at Quorndon , Leicestershire, by the 
Rev. John Bradshaw, vicar of Granby, Notts, uncle of the bride, assisted 
by the Rev. G. D’Urban Hough, curate of Dodderhill, Worcestershire, 
James Bouskell, Esq., of Mee eee 
daughter of Samuel Harris, Esq., of Quornd 

CREYKE--LYALL—On April 28, at the pa St. Mary weghien, 
Munster-square, Regent’s-park, by his father, the venerable the Arch- 
deacon of York, assisted by the Rev. Edward Stuart, incumbent, Alex- 
ander S. Creyke, Captain Royal Engineers, te Mayda Henrietta Edwardes. 
ony child of the late John. Edwardes Lyall, Esq., Advocate-General of 


Bengal 

RAMSHAY—HOLDSWORTH—On April 18, at me parish church, Hamp- 
stead, William, eldest surviving son of the late Christopher meeps A 
Esq., ‘Solicitor, Exelby, Bedale, Yorkshire, to Elizabeth Minnitt, second 
daughter of Mr. James Holdsworth, of Kilburn, Middlesex. 

ROBERTS—TWEEDIE—On April 26, at St. George’s, yr ineg co by the 
Rev. John Hooper, vicar of Meopham, assisted by the Rev. Charies- 
Cameron, cousin of the bridegroom, Thomas Archibald Roberts, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, and of Llwynderw, Brecknockshire, to_ 
Myra Elizabeth, fourth daughter of Captain Michael Tweedie, yor 
Artillery, of Rolvenden, Kent, and granddaughter of the late r 
Tweedie, of Quarter, Peebleshire. 

STANLEY—FOSTER—On April 27, at St. George’s, Lome ss So 
the Rev. J. Pullen, B.D., Sidney Stanley, A.M., of Corpus Christi Col- 
lege, Cambridge, and Lingstowe Hall, Cambridgeshire, to Sarah, ah, eldext 
daughter of Edmond Foster, Esq., Cambridge. 


DEATHS. 

BRADBURY—On April 25, at her residence, near Leeds, aged 70, Deborah, 
relict of W. H. Bradbury, Esq., solicitor, Stourbridge. 

bi te April 17, at Chichester, in the 64th year of his age, John 
Cottrell, Esq., magistrate of that city. 

DURHAM—On Feb. 9, at his residence, Carlton-place, Stoke Newington, 
after a short illness, Mr. Charles James Durham, aged 66, upwards of 
40 years connected with the Chancery and Commission in Lunacy 


Offices. 

ELLINGTHORPE—On April 17, omt.6 ~ = Shorrock Hey, Pleasing- 
ton, Jane, daughter of the late Richard Ellingthorpe, Esq., and sister of 
Mr. Ellithorpe, Solicitor, Blackburn. 

HINES—On April 15, at Bishop Auckland, aged 68, Jane, widow of Joseph 


Hines, Esq., Solicitor. 

HUNTER—On April 8, Eliza, wife of H. J. Hunter, Esq., of Gray’ s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law, of pulmonary consumption. 

PRENDERGAST—On April 25, at7 nes Sussex-gardens, Hannah 
Mary Elizabeth, the wife of Harris Prendergast, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law 

VINCENT—On ‘April 20, at 4 Granville-park, Blackheath, Catherine 
Anne, wife of John Vincent, Esq., of Lamb-building, Temple, and 
daughter of the late John Massey, Esq. 


——>—_--- 


Weir at Raw and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette. 
BovsrieLD, RIcHARD ParircHEtt, who emigrated to Australia in 1852. His 
SESS SY 9 ONS > ee ied eee a Z 
Hicks, Joszpu, Innkeeper, Cock Public- go re oes 
died in or. about July, 1856). Hicks v. Hicks, V. tee 28. 
Hotpen, Wit1am, Accountant, formerly of New City-chambers. His 
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bulldogs Gy address to Jolin Thrupp, 3 Winchester: 


Ketway, eens; A ecary, Saltash, Cornwall, but a resident of Ply- 
mouth. His relations to send, ee May $1, their claims, clearly stating 
their degree of relationship, =. Stephens, "Prance, & Jago, Solicitors, 
Clerks to the Trustees, Pl 

Rosinson, Ricwarp, of Fk e his brotheé, James Ropinson, the former 
of whom was trustee to the marriage settlement of Elizabeth Harricks, 
of May, 1822. His personal representative to communicate with J. C., 
Esq., 22, Ely-place, Dublin. 


pate tene: Wes) mney 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount -of Stock heretofore os ae in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Bovuvenis, James, Esq., Edwards-street, Portman-square, REGINALD Bray, 
Esq., Great Russell-street, and Augustus WARREN, Esq., jun., of the 
ps place, £32 : 11 : 7 Consols.—Claimed by Recinaup Bray, the sur- 

vor. 
‘ASCOYNE, Isaac, South Audley-street, deceased, One Dividend on 
£1,535 : 2 : 0 34 per Cent. Reduced.—Claimed by CHaRLoTTE ELIZABETH 
CAMPBELL, Widow, the surviving executrix of Mary Gascoyne, Widow, 
deceased, who was the sole executrix of the said Isaac Gascoyne. 

GLENNIE, ALEXANDER, Esq , Aberdeen, deceased, One Dividend on £3,000 
Consols.—Claimed by Wut1am Hexperson and James MURRAY, "the 


surviving executors. 

L’Arran, Sir Josepu DE Courcy, Bart., Dublin, Epwarp Fartcuer, Mer- 

chant, King’s Arms-yard, CHARLES Esq.,.of the same place, and 
Law, Esq., fe ae Seah 28 A RN 
Cents.—Claimed by Ci ARLES KERR. 

Taytor, Micnact, Seulptor, York, deceased, One Dividend on £1,800 3} 
per Cent. Ann.—Claimed by Wuniam Syowpon and Rosert Epwarp 
Sarruson, the surviving executors. 

VINCENT, Henny Wu1aM, Esq., Lily- -hill, Berks, and the Right Hon. Sir 
Tuomas Francis FREMANTLE, Bart., Swanbourne, Bucks, £818 : 15:3 
Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by Henry Wituiaw Vincent and Sir 
Tuomas Francis FREMANTLE. 

Winerove, Martua, Widow, Brook, Hants, deceased, £100 Reduced, and 
£164: 2:0 New 3 per Certs.—Claimed by RICHARD Townes WINGROVE, 
surviving executor of Nicholas aes deceased, who was the sur- 
viving executor of the said Martha W: 

Wottaston, Cuartton Byam, Esq., Shenton Hall, Leicestershize, de- 
ceased, One Dividend on £5,000 Reduced.—Claimed by Henry FRamp- 
Tos, one of the executors of Mary Frampton, Spinster, who was the 
sole executrix of the said Chariton Byam Wollaston. 


eee peeenee> 
istate Gxrchange Report. 


For the week ending April 21st , 1859.) 


Ar THe Mant.—By Messrs. Norton, Hoccart, & Trisr. 


Freehold Houses with Sr bite Nos. 7 & 8, Gracechurch-street, in the City 
of London.—Sold 


By Messrs. ABsotr & WRriGGLEswoRTH. 

The Advowson and Next Presentation to the eae Everingham, in 

the as of ae annual value, £298 ; present incumbent, aged 51. 
By Messrs. Foster. 

Leasehold a Seem No. 9, Gillingham-street, Pimlico; term, 98 
years Sore Milomenes, 1088 5 ground-rent, £5 per annum ; let at £36 
per annum.—Sold for £370, 

House and Shop, No. 6, Lower Porchester-street, Connaught- 
ware, Hyde-park ; term, 93} years from December, 1827 ; ground-rent, 
per annum ; let at £56 per annum.—Sold for £675. 

An Absolute Reversion to one single Share of £1,000 New Three per Cent. 
Annuities, receivable on the death of a lady now aged 67 years ; reo 
Reversion to one-sixth Share of £402 cash receivable on the death of 
same person.—Sold for £95. 

Ditto ditto, for a similar Share.—Sold for £95. 

The Reversion to a Share of and in a Moiety of £3,000 invested on mort- 
gage on Freehold Property at £4 per Cent. per annum.—Sold for £75. 


By Mr. Henny Newson. 

The Manor of Methwold and Methwold, in Hilgay, Norfolk ; held on lease 

ye term which expires November, 1867, at at 244 per annum.—Sold for 
; By Mr. James Srevens. 

Leasehold Residences, Nos. 1,2, & 3, St. Dame’s-terrace, Park-hill, Clap- 
ham-park; term, 454 years unexpired; ground-rent, £22:7: 6 per 
annum ; estimated annual value, £105.—Sold for om. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 4, St. James’s-terrece ; let at £45 per annum ; 
same term ; ground- -rent, £7 : 12:6 per annum. ot sold for £405. 


By Messrs. Beaver & Sons. 
Freehold Grass Land, Road-field, ep oy near Ware, Herts, 7A. 2x. 22p.; 
let at £24 per annum.—Sold for 
Copyhold Public-house, The *‘ Swan 9 .” Barkway, Herts.—Sold for £100. 
ge and Pasture Land, Little Dalifax Close, Barkway.—Sold 


—_, and Freehold Close of Grass Land, Barkway, 3a. 1n.20r.—Sold 
ae. Close of Arable Land, Westow, noar Baddock, 18 acres,—Sold for 
Freehold Close of Arable Lower- Essex, 7A. ln. 19p. 
ata tee : Lend, green, Langley, ’ 
By Mr. Newson. 


Leashold House and Shop, No. 12, Little Coram-street ; term, 38 years from 
Pn ney iw Pe 1860; ground-rent, £7: 7: 0.—Sold for £145, 


“trom a ay-day, 1860 ia ground reat, ise; eames Walon 9 ¥ i 





English Funds. 


Sat. | Mon. 





Enoiish Fonds. 





Bank Stock ....seeee0] os 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...) .. 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...) .. 9 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...| .. 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.| .. oe ee oe 
i” Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, ; 
Do. ae vustnoke. 5, 

1860) .cssecesicveds? v6 ie ee ee ee a 
Do. ee eeenteny. . Jan. 5, 


eeeeeee oe ee a oe ee ae 


erestoce | 





De, = ears (ex} . Apr.5, P, 
~ spmnaeanneess a: ES RB YS ER i 
i A eacmibaet oe. 220 | 2201 or ai 
India Loan Debentures..| .- 96 54 | 95 os 92 
een ae at ae oe se 5s p ee 
. (ander £1000).....) «+ ve ee 4s oe 
Consols for account ....| .» eR 3 i 83g 
Bae Wo A100) Mes as 35: 328 30s 26 5s pyl5s20sp 
Ditto June....] os “Foe te or ee 
Exch. Bills (4500) Mar.) .. | 8p [és | 15s § 
itto BOs ae 2 ae os oe 
i. pee (Small) Mar. 33832sp| 36sp oo 10s 5sp 


De. (advertise) Mar. x ‘i re re E> 


Pee paren Saree Cae 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 3} 














per Cent. eeecccee oe ee oe oe oe 
Ditto (under £1,000) oe oe “ oe oe ee 
Railway Stock 
Raitways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed.| Thur. | Fri, 
Birk. Lan. & Ch, Junc..| Shut. | «+ + os os oe 
Bristol and Exeter ....| «+ ry te oe es ee 
Caledonian..........+-| ». {77 5h 7) 764%) 764 73 «(176 694 
Chester and Holyhead..| .. ee oe ia ee : 
East Anglian .....se0e+| «+ be v7 oe 
Eastern Counties ......) «» 56 5 | 55h 4) 54h 4 | 51 bbe 
Eastern Union A. Stock.) .. ee ae Tr oo oo 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. ee ee ae oe “ 
East Lancashire .....+| s+ 89 os 878 | 85 jer 6 6 
Edinburgh and Glasgow) .. o os oe ” oe 
=. ata here $y wey be ee 253 oe oe oe 
lasgow uth-Westn.} .. es ee ee ** Pt 
Great Northern ......] os 974 8 i 96 96 96 7 
Ditto A. Stock ....] .. 8 an 797 | 82.80 
Ditto B. Stock ....] .. ee {1903 30) 128 oe 128 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.)} .. oe oe se oe 





Great Western ........| 2. | 86} 5 (55h 5 g|53h 3 91625 50 [634 52g 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.) .. 8 ee oo oo ee 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} .. eo 90% | 88 set 
Lon. Brighton & 8. Coast] .. | 107.8 |107 8 $| 107 6 1044 54)1 ot 
London & North-Wstrn..| .. 92 91 89 |846 5 189 5 
London & a ee "36h on 86 75 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| .. os ee 
Midland .......ssce00| oe 99 8 | 984 § 195% 64 (93 dof a 
Ditto Birm. & Derby; .. a oe o> 62; 
Norfolk ....ccccccvccce| oe ee ee oe ee Pr 
North British ........| ss 54g 3 [5 4 a0 50 Sig 
North-Eastern (Brwck.)} .. {884 74 84 5 824 
Ditto Leeds ......| .. 4 42 o- «(14 
Ditto: York ...060..| o- 7248 | 71.2 | 70h 2 | 68-70 [70h THR 





























North London ....... se ee oe oo os 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| .. 31g be oe 28 28 
Scottish Central ..... | ee ee ae ee oe 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. ee > ee oe o- 

Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| .. oo or oe oe o 
Shropshire Union......| «+ o> o oo oe oe 
South Devon.. oe 43 e» oe oe es 
South-Eastern ¥ o> 643 4 (68 24 2) 60 1 63 
South Wales .. os 644 oe +a oe oe 
Vale of Neath .. te ve oe 62 eo 62 


London Grazettes, 


Pew Members of Parliament. 
Faipay, April 29, 
Bo L —William Will 
agen ea ey agg im vans G00, Bi Soha 
Villiers Shelley, Bart. 
BorouGu oF MARYLEBoNE.—Edwin John James, Esq., Q.C. ; the Right Hon. 
Sir Benjamin Hall, Bart. 
Professional Partnership Missolbed. 
TurspayY, April 26, 1859. 
Ctarke, Epwarp Satmon, & Joserpa Hanais, Solicitors, Bishopsgate- 
_ churchyard, by mutual consent, April 16, 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
Fauway, April 22, 1859. 
Back, Tuomas, Gent., 9 Chandos-st., Cavendiaheq. 
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“Perpetual Comm eye ee “for ting the Arknowledg- 


' TursDaY, Apri? 26, 1859. 
vt Bacrngbam. ALLINGTON, Gent., Beaconsfield, Bucks ; for the county 
Lewis, | Proruero, Gent., Llandilo, Carmarthen; for the county of 
Carmarthen. 
Bankruypts. 
Friway, April 22, 1859. 
BENTON, Manx, & Joun Bentow, Builders, Leeds (M. & J. Benton). 
Com. West: May 6-and June 3, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Of. 
yr Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. April 20. 
BLACKBURN, Ricwarp, Tailor, 54 London- , and 13 Gorse, = 
Stoke Newington. Com. Evans: May 5 and June 2, at 12; Basinghal 
oS Ass. Johnson. Sol. Watson, 27 Worship-st., Finsbury. Pee. 
P' 
CASPER, Isaac Groras, Shoe Manufacturer, The Close, Norwich (G. a 
& Co.) Com. Evans: May 6 and June 2, ‘at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Johnson, Sols. J. & S. Golomen, $3 Finsbury-pl. Pet. April 20. 
LATCH, Joun, Ship Broker, Bristol, in rtnership with James Nelson 
& and pi Monmouthshire. 
Com. Hille May 3 and June 6, at 11; Bristol. . Ass. Acraman. Sols. 
Batchelor, 5 Reet or Bevan & Girling, B: Pet. April 7. 
STOTHARD, Joun Hurcuinson, Saddler, Swinefieet, — Com. 
Ayrton ; May 10 and June 6, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. 
Hope. Sols. Weddall & Parker, Selby; or Bond & Barwick, Lecds. Pet. 


, Witt1am, Licensed Victualler, George Inn, Maidstone. Com. 
Evans : May 5, at 11; and June 2, at 2; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Bell. 
reo gma Palmer, & Bull, Bedford-row ; or Joslen, Maidstone. Pet. 


py rr, A Wiis NaTuHantet, Auctioneer, 3 Thornton-row, Greenwich. 
ape lng be at 12; at 12; and June 3, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
vidson, ‘Bradbury, & Hardwick, 22 Basinghall-st. Pet. 


Turspay, April 26, 1859. 


BIRKS, Hersert, Grocer, Sheffield. Com. West: May 7 and June 11, at 
10; Sheffield. Of. 4ss. Brewin. Sols. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 
HICKS, Henry, Glass Cutter, 32 Ring Derliclene , Shadwell (in copartner- 
with ). Com. Fane: May 5, at 11; and June 3, at 


Spal’ ai. 


; Basinghall-st. . Ass. Cannan. . Richardson & Sadler, 15 
Old Jewry-chambers. . April 13. 
Fray, April 29. 


BEALE, a. Iron & Brass Founder, St. Leonards Iron Works, Poplar 
(Roberts & Co.), and also 15 Surrey-st., Senne (esene BS, Com. 
gg May 10, at 11, and June 14, at 2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Sols. La’ Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. 


Tee. wrance, Plews, & 
BOBGER. JouN,,Eating-house a 8 & 9 Gresham-st. Com. Evans: 
May 7, « 11, and June 9, at Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. 


25 Basinghall-st. 
‘April 27 


ongers, 127 London-rd., Southwark. 

one: ee eS Jyne 14, at 1; Basinghall-st 5 Ag 

Pocock & Poo'e, 58 olomew-close. Pet. Apri pril 28. 

NEED, Cuares Tuomas, Boot & Shoe Maker, 93 Whitechapel-rd. _ 

Goulburn: May 11, yA gh RE: -st. Off. Ass. Nichol- 
son. Harrison & Lewis, 6 old pte Pet. April 28. 

OAK, Witt1am Coventry, & Caaries Hastines Snow, Bankers, Blandford 

May 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. ; offer of composition. 
OWEN, Tuomas, Draper, Wednesbury. Com. Sanders : May 9 & 30, at 
ham. Of. Sol. Smith, Birmingham. Pet. 


PETERS, Jasrer, Hate Payns, & Joun Goopman, Leather Merchants, 
Northampton. Cp Eotaenene, ll, at 1; and June 10, at 12; 


Munday, 6 Essex-st., Strand. Pa. 
HODD, Jasin, & JouN Gu, 
Com, Hi 


Sol. Bousfield, l4a Philpot-lane, 
London, Pet. A 
PRIEST, W: wner, Wilton, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: 3 May 25, 
and June 15, at 12; sera h nso by Off. Ass. Carrick. 
shaw, , Kingston-upon-Hull, Pet. april 20. 
SMART, Joun, Clog , Birmingham. Com. Sanders: May 
12, and June 2, at 11; Birmingham, Off. Ass. Whitmore, Sols. James 
& Knight, and "Stand| Pet, April 27. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED, 
Fripay, April 22, 1859. 
MANteY, Jonn, Miller, Exwick, near Exeter. Feb. 17. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Fray, April 22, 1859. 
Cameron, Huan 


Salesman, 1 Hyde-park-gate, Kensington- 
gore. May at asighall- estat 


arse ome, Merchant Liverpool. May 5, at 12; Liverpool. 
Pigrent Be, Holes Helen’s. mewn Hegegnali-es.( @ Merchants, 16 i 

al le 

Hoon, Davi, Grocer, Tredegar, Monmouthshire. May 26, at 11; 


Knapp, Atrrep, & Enoca D. nilders, Newport, outhshire. 

sitltd %, at 11; Bristol — ” ne 
ea) ms, Saugus, Con min Geotorean 2 tractor, Milbank-st., Westminster, late of Rochester. 
soya nage May 20, at 12; Man- 


ba AP Machine Maker, 
Smrra, Davin, Corn Factor, mony ze at 10; Sheffield. 
Sura, Henry Josern, Coal 5 anc "May 14, at 10; Sheffield. 
WRaRME, Hewex, Woollen W ‘arehouseman, 74 Piccadill y. "May 13, at 
12.30; Basinghall-st. 
gue TUESDAY, April 26, 1859. 
Josern, Money Scrivener, formerly of 42 Lothi , then of 3 Win- 
chester-buildings, and now of ‘18 Austin Friars. May 8, at 12.30; Ba- 


“st. 
Harninon, Ropent, James Kigno Watson, & Henax Pease, Barkers, 








-Hull (Ha: Wi & Co. 
rere Wee ee ee ae ); sep. est. of each. May 


hall, Kingston 
* Jopson, Tuomas, Ship Owner, West Hartlepool. May 10, at 11.30; New- 
ve 9, Joux Mi & Joun Cranxson G. Merchants, 
oRROW, BERT, HN Morkow, & Joun ARBUTT, 
Liverpool. May 19, at 11; Liverpool. “ 
Seaton, RicuagD, Draper, Birmingham. May 5, at 11; Birmingham 
(previously adjourned sine die). 


Farpay, April 29, 1859. 
Brown, WiLL14M, Builder, Whitehaven. May 26, at 12; Newcastle-upon- 
T 


‘yne. 

Crow, Tuomas, Painte~, Bridge-st., Berwick-upon-Tweed. May 25, at 
11.30; Newcastle-upo.- Tyne 

HowAgD, FREDERICK JAMES, Grocer, 84 High-st., Chatham. May 20, at 
2.30; Basinghall-st. 

eaeey, Rogers Ship Builder, Great Grimsby. May 25, at 12; Kingston- 
upon- 

OPPENHEIM, Simon Lazarus, Merchant, 10 Broad-st.-bldgs. May 20, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

—— Bourcuer, Draper, Hackney-rd. May 20, at 1; Ba- 
singhall-st 

bay = RoBERT, Milkman, Upper-st., Islington. May 20, at 2; Basing- 
all-st. 

TurFREY, Francis, Brewer, Abergavenny. May 26, at 11; Bristol. 

Westrop, Joun Kine, Glove Man ‘og May 9, at 1; 


ufacturer, 

Basinghall-st. ; for proof of a debt by Messrs. Bide 

To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 

FripaY, April 22, 1859. 
mingham. 

Cook, WILLIAM, sen a Great Harrowden, Northamptonshire. 
May 13, at 11; Basinghall-s 
at 11; Birmingham. 

FoLKARD, Francis, Builder, East Bergholt, Suffolk. May 16, at 1.30; Ba- 

Foran, Peter, Grocer, Birmingham. = at 11; Birmingham. 

Howarp, James, Grocer, 81 High-st., Chatham. May M, at 12.30; Ba- 
12; 

JENNINGS, Witu14M, Builder, Rochester. May 18, ¢ atl no em 

13, at I; verpool. 
MELEN, Joux Aurni, Tobacconist, 215 High-t, Shoreditch. May 13, at 
12; Basinghall-st 
TusspaY, April 26, 1859. 
at 11.30; : Dee et 
, Printer, 103 Cheapside, and 3 Freeman’s-ct., Cheapside 
Basinghall-st. 

Hays, W1tu1aM Ivery, Printer, 104 and 3 Freeman’s-ct., Cheap- 
side (Hays, Duff, & Co.) May 20, at 11; . 
ton-upon-Hull. 

Houeains, FRaNcis WiITToN, & Caries Witton Hucems, Wine and Spirit 

Lacey, EpwarD, Maltster, 
ham. May 18, at 12; Manchester. 

Draper, Bridlington, Yorkshire. June 1, at 12 ; Kings- 
SamueL, Engraver, 3 Darnley-ter., Gravesend. May 19, at 1; 
Basinghall-st, 

WHEELER, Rosert, Oi! & Colourman, 58 Crawford-st., Bryanstone-sq. 
May 19,at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Fray, April 29, 1859. 

ASPINALL, Jonn Hutcuinson, Merchant, 
singhall-st. 

Bovtp, Wit11aM, Boot & Shoe Maker, Wolverhampton. May 27, at 11; 
Birmingham. 
and 13 John-st., Minories. May 24, at 12, ‘30; Basinghall-st. 

Lng © Joun, Plumber, May 23, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

- Elvetham, South- 
ampton. May 23, i 1.30; 30; Basing 

Goopman, Wittiam, Lea’ Merchant, Birmingham. May 27, at,ils 
at ll; 

Livinesron, James, Merchant, Liverpool. May 20, at 11; Liverpool. 

Traut, JAMES, jun., gy Dealer, Yeading, Hayes, Middlesex. May 23, 
at 12.30; Basinghall-st 
shire. May 31, at 11; Bristol. 

To be DELIVERED, unless ApPRal be duly entered, 

Cnarrer, Taomas, & Bsensamin Cuarrer, Stone Merchants, de 
(Thomas & Benjamin Chaffer). April ais, 2nd class to each, subject to a 

Curismas, Tu:pex, Coal Merchant, Sheerness, and 6 Serayfries-ter., New 
Brompton. April 15, 2nd class. 

GOMBERT, 

Gaeenacre, WituiaM, & Georas Ropenss, Drapers, 216 Oxford-st. April 


CERTIFICATES. 
Baxter, JosEra, Builder, Gooch-st., Birmingham. May 27, at 11; Bir- 
CoRNIsH, Witiam, & Saar “Conwisn, Builders, Birmingham. May 30, 
singhall-st. 
singhall-st. 
HucHEs, Tuomas, Cattle Dealer, Tyddyn-du, Carnarvonshire. May 13, at 
iverpool. 
MANNION, WILLIAM, Currier, Liverpool. May 
Cutnery, Davin, African Merchant, 4 Ampton-pl., Gray’s-inn-rd. May 20 
(Hays, Duff, Dutt, & Co.) Stay 20, ed 
Hovies, Epwanp, heen, gsby, Lincolnshire. June 1, at 12; Kings- 
Merchants, Derby. ‘ May 31, at 11; N 
Horwick, Derbyshire, “heretofore of Birming- 
MeErcatre, ALFRED, 
batt Epwin Frepericx, Hosier, 164 Strand. May 19, at 2.30; Basing- 
WoMERSLEY, @xoncg, Hatter, Derby. May 31, at 11; Nottingham. 
woe at Moulmein, East 
Indies, now of 5 fre many ptt oy Otto, & Co.) May 24,08 1.30; Ba- 
ig 
BENDEL, Joun Weston, Carman, 11 Well-st., Wellclose-sq., London Docks, 
Suffolk. 
Exson, WILLIAM, pe Ay Wintney, ‘and 
Birmingham. 
Grecory, WILLIAM JoLirrs, Innkeeper, Kingsweston, Somerset. May 30, 
Masss, Ropext, Milkman, Upper-st., Islington. May 20, at 1.30; Basing- 
hall-st. 
Wit1taMs, Wittiam, Grocer, 122 Commercial-st., Newport, Mesmowth- 
Fripay, Apri 22, 1859. 
suspension of 3 months. 
GALLIENNE, GEORGE, Cutler, 71 Goswell-st. April 15, Ist 
CHARLES, Milliner, 30 Duke-st., a hed om 16, 3rd 
15, 2nd class. 
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Gog, Hengy Jonny, aedie Seller, Nexyort, Mcnmouth. April 19, Ist 

Pons Parner, Waterloo-house, Myny | April 
19, 2nd class. 

Nevixe, Jostan Henry, Currier, Northampton. 

TARLETON, JOHN CoLLINGWoop, Shipowner, Ihyl. 


Tukspay, April 26, 1859. 

Baron, Tuomas, Printer, 39 S'oanc-sq,, Chelsea. April 21, 2nd class. 

JENNINGS, WILLIAM, Lave Dressers, Sneinton, Nottinghamshire. April 19, 
3rd class. 

Jones, WituiaM Buckiey, & Henry Dermot Dempsey, Ship Builders, 
Liverpool (W. B. Jones & Co.) April 19, 2nd class. 

Leake, Joun, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham- 
shire. April 19, Ist class. 

Woop, Henry, Baker, Long Eaton, Derbyshire. April 19, 2nd class. 


Fripay, April 29, 1859. 
ConemaN, Cuanies Mraps, Farmer, Foleshill, Warwickshire. April 21, 
2nd class. 


Hottixcton, Francis, Draper, Worcester. April 21, 3rd class. 
PearsE, Joun, Licensed Victualler, Worcester. April 21, 2nd class, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fray, April 22, 1859. 
Carver, Witt1am Croxe, Gent., Melbourn, Cambridgeshire. April 1. 
Trustees, H. Fordham, Banker, Royston ; W. T. B. Crole, Farmer, eo 
I. 


sllwyn, Monmouthshire. 


pril 15, 2nd class. 
April 14, 2nd class. 


tJ 
worth; Cambridgeshire. Creditors to execute on or before July 1. 
Thurnall, Royston. 
Davies, Witt1am, Glass & China Dealer, 112 Aldersgate-st. April 5. 
, J. Sparks, China Merchant, Thavies-inn ; G. F. Bowers, China 
Manufacturer, Tunstall, Stafford. Sol. Cattlin, 22 Ely-pl., Holborn. 

Rawiines, Witt1AM, Flour Dealer, Peterborough. Mar. 24. Trustees, W. 
Gibson, Baker, Peterborough ; B.;C. Steel, Corn Factor, Holland-st., 
Blackfriars. Creditors to execute before June 24. Sols. Wyman, and 

—. Maples, sen., Peterborough. 7 

TuEsDAY, April 26, 1859, 

AnsLow, Tuomas, Timber Merchant, Marlborough-st., Blackfriars-rd 
April 2. . Zrustee, C. Hoar, Timber Merchant, Billiter-st. Sol. Quick, 
27 Ely-pl. 

JONES, Sean Draper, Lianfairtalhaiarn, Denbighshire. Mar. 31. TZyus- 
tees, R. Davies, , Lianfairtalhaiarn ; H. Humphreys, Victualler, 
Lianfkirtalhaiarn. Creditors to execute on or before June 31. Sol. 
Bs | reys, Glanafon, St. Asaph. 

Retp, Huon, sen., & Huew Rei, jun., Plumbers, 32 Queen-st., Liverpool. 
‘April 9. Trustee, W. Webb, ‘Accountant, Liverpool, Sols. ‘Thornely & 
Jevons, 5 Fenwick-st., Liverpool. 

Surru, CHARLEs, Grocer, High-st., Winchester. April2. Trustees, C. J. 
Phillips, Provision Factor, Southampton ; J. K. Youlden, Bank Manager, 
Winchester. Sol. Faithfull, Winchester. 


2 Fawway, April 29, 1859. 

Dickens, STEPHEN, Baker, Crab’s Cross, Fakenham, Worcestershire. April 
23. Trustees, 8. Gunn, Miller, Welford, ees A. Burrowes, 
Miller, Broom, Warwickshire. Sol. Jones, Alceste 

Hotme, Joan, Timber Broker, Birkenhead (Holme "ke Slater). April 6. 
Trustee, H. W. Banner, Accountant, Rock-pk., Chester. Sol. Whitley, 
Liverpool. 

Moaais, James, Builder, Providence-pl., New Kent-road. April 15. Zrus- 
tees, J. E. Ward, Mahogany Merchant, Oxford-st.; R. May, Timber Mer- 
chant, Acorn Wharf, Old Kent-rd. Sol. May, 2 Adelaide-pl. 

Onan, Rozert, Builder, Ipswich. April 12. Trustees, J. Fox, Auc- 
tioneer, Ipswich ; E. Fison, Merchant, Stowmarket. Sols. Eisdell, and 
Josselyn, Ipswich. 

Ruwron, Nicno.as, Limeburner, Leckwith, Glamorganshire. April 16. 
Trustees, J. Williams, Ironmonger, Cardiff; C. Ellis, Seedsman, Cardiff. 
Sol. Spencer, Cardiff. 

Rowxer, Taomas, Machine Owner, Wyken, Salop. April 13. Trustees, J. 
Painter, Blacksmith, Wyken; R. Jones, Carpenter, Muxon, Salop. Credi- 
tors to execute before July 13. Sol. Hardwick, Bridgnorth. 

Smyru, Henry, Wholesale Draper, Nottingham. April19. Trustees, F. 
Taylor, Merchant, Manchester ; T. L. Acton, Banker’s Clerk, Notting- 
—— Creditors to execute before July 19. *Sol. Johnson, Notting- 

am. 

Wexcey, Wit11aM Cooper, Bookseller, ee eo April 7. Trustees, 
J..R. Mann, Auctioneer, Cambridge; G. A. H ee Bookseller, Lud- 
gate-hill. Sol. Palmer, Cambridge. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Friar, April 22, 1859. 

Banks, Samvet, Corn & Coal Merchant, Westleigh, Lancashire (who died 
in or about Sane, 1857).. Banks v, Banks, V. C. Stuart: May 27. 

Boora, Josern, Esq., Drayton-villa, Winchmore-hill, Middlesex. (who died 
in or about Nov., 1852). Gibbons v. Gibbons, V. C. Kindersley, May 28. 

OMINICK, Esg., Browne-hall, co. Mayo, late of Boulogue-sur- 

Mer, France, Lieut. ~Colonel of the South Mayo Regiment of Militia (who 
died in or about Jan., 1853). Combaz v. Hardey, Hardey-v. Browne, 
and Hardey v. Browne, M.R. May 3. 

Cox, Jonn, Coal Master, Stallings, ” Staffordshire (who died on Feb. 26, 
1858). Meredith v. Cox, M.R. May 26. 

Huvtoy, Epwarp, Gent., Much Wenlock, Salop (who died on or about Mar. 
8, 1858).. M. R. 98 

Joun, Tuomas, Farmer, Newton Nottage, Glamorganshire (who died on or 
about Dec. 20, 1858). Griffiths v. John, M. R. May 26. 

Lutwoop, Georak, Gent., Little Bolton, Lancashire (who died in or about 
1823). ‘Varley o. Gradwell, M.R, May 25, 

Wvycnerter, Henry, Trainer, Epsom Downs, Surrey (who died in or about 
Jan., 1856). Evans v. Wycherley, V. C. Wood. May 5. 


Tuespay, April 26, 1859. 
Beat; Ricnarp, Minster, Kent (who died in or about the year 1826). Brom- 
ley v. Beal, M. KR, June 1. 
Hooper, Wintras Henry, Gent., Litfield-villa, Clifton, Bristol (who died 
_ ae Sept. 5, 1858). Hooper v. Hooper & others, V. C. Stuart. 
y 





» Medford, Staffordshire (who died inor about the month . 
” Joule v. Joule, M. R. May 27. 
Pl 10 Riagdand-rt. who died in or 
abeut the month of May, 1838). Low v. Green, M. R. 25. 
Nickuin, Benjamin, Furnace Builder, Staffordshire (who died in 
or about the month of Oct., 1852). Nicklin 0. Whitehouse & another, 
V. C. Stuart. June 2. 
OAKMAN, JAMEs, Gent., Wimbledon a} died in or about the month of 
Jdan., 1856). ‘Atchley v. Oakman, M May 
Rowpon, Jonny, Gent., formerly of Muitingsiaee London, afterwards 
Anstey, Alton, Southampton, and late of 2 ———— 
died in or — the month of Jan., 1856). lien « 
Stuart. May 25 
TREDW: EN, RICHARD, Ship Builder, Cardiff ot ‘who died - or about the month 
of ten, 1857). Tredwen v. Hodge, M.R. May 
Fruipay, April 29, 1859. 
Baker, Jonny, Miller, Barnwell St. Andrew, cee eee (who died 
Ry : ya month of Nov., 1958). Eland & another v. Baker, 
. June 


Cooper, Eveanoz, Melksham, Wilts (who died in or about the month of 
Aug., 1843). Clarke v. Bruges, V. C. Stuart. May 14. 
iter, Highfield, So: atharapion (who died on or about 
er v. Alleyne, M.R. 
William 


died in 1832), both nieces of John Mandell, Gent., Southampton-pl., St. 
pene (who died in 1809.) Taylor and others o. Jamesen, MR. : 
une 9. 
Pon, Tuomas, Gent., Bulmer, Essex (who died in or about the month of — 
Nov., 1850). Allen v. Badham and others, V. C. Wood. May 26. 
Sura, Joun, Grocer, 9 Lower King-st., Commercial-rd. East (who ass 
re or —_ the month of Aug., 1858). Grant v. Young, V. C. Kinders- 
ey. ay 28. 


GHindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, April 22, 1859. 
LiMiTED, In BANKRUPTCY. 
West Ham Distituery Company (Limirep).—Pet. Dec. 
wound up, Feb. 11. 
accounts. 


. 22; ordered to 
Mr. Com. Fane will, on May 5, at ll, anit the 
TorspayY, April 26, 1859, 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
Brivisu CoLontaL AND ForeIGN Sugar Company.—V. C. Kindersley has © 
appointed Frederick Whinney, Accountant, 5 Serle-st., Lincoin’s-inn, 


Official Manager of this Company. April 14. 
Caz Cxrnon Mininc Company.—The ter of the Rolls has wre 


Robert Palmer Harding, Accountant, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, Official 
Manager of this Company. April 13. 
Fripay, April 29, 1859. 
UNLIMISED, IN CHANCERY. 
Duvrope Copper Mintnc Company.—The Master of the Rolls has appointed © 


~~ William Henry M‘Creight, of Gray’s-inn, to be Official Manager of 


Company. 

NATIONAL ALLIANCE ASSURANCE ComPaNny.—V. C. Wood has appointed — 
Robert Palmer Harding, of 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn, to be the Official — 
Manager of ps gta ogg May thy og 12; meeting to a represeut all 
more person or persons, than the Official Manager, to represent 
the creditors of the said Company. PY 4 

Scotch Sequestrations: 
Faway, April 22, 1859, 

ANDERSON, ALEXANDER, Tavern Keeper, 46 North-bridge, Edinburgh. 
April 29, at 1; Crown-h hotel, ., Edinburgh. Seq. April 20, 

Rooms, ‘Tuomas, Flesher & Cattle Dealer, High-st., Glasgow. May 2, at 

; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. seg. April 20. 

Guss, Gerorce, Farmer, Rhives and Achm Su » dnocenetail 4 
April 28, at 11; Hill’s-hotel, Golspie. Seg. April 19. 

HAMILTON, WitttaM, Wright & Joiner, Holytown. . April 27, at 12; Faculty 
or Procurators’-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. 

Kett, ALEXANDER, Watch Maker, Murray-gate, Dundee. April ‘97, atll; & 

‘ ng -hotel, , Dundee beatae, —_— > 4 
MITH, WILLIAM, Fruit er, r, Glasgow. April 26, at 12 ; Faculty- 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. . Seq. April 18. ages 

TuESDAY, April 26, 1859. 

BENNET, dame, Grocer, Lanark. May 4, at 1; Clydesdale-hotel, Lanark. 
Seq. April 

Brown 4 ee Nurserymen, Glasgow, and at Cumbrae, ALEXANDER 
Brown, Nurseryman, South Portland-st., Glasgow, and Ropert Brown, 
Nurseryman, Cumberland-st., Glasgow. May 2, at 12; Faculty or Pro- 
curators’-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 20. 

Kipp, Jonx, Commission Merchant, Leith, now Po etrey May 4, at 3; 
Cay & Black’s Rooms, 65 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. a 

Kine, Tuostas, Clock & Watch Maker, ua ye ~ May 4, at 2; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. A ek ' 3 

Pareason, James, & Co., & Perer ye (sole indieidont pergen), Banted 4 
& Free Store Keepers, Glasgow. May 3, at 12; ‘aculty-hall, 4 
George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 21. Me 


P 
WaALker & Sons, Grain & Provision Merchants, Me Th May 2, at 2; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 20. 
Warp, Nicnozas, Railway Contractor, Parkhouse, Ayr. May 4, at! ; 
Commercial-hotel, Ayr. Seg. April 2, « 
Fruway, April 29, 1859, 
Dicer, aa Grocer, Alva. May 6, at 1; Golden Lion-hotel, Stirling. 


Seq. Aj 
Tage Thomas, Cattle Sa Salesman, Glasgow. May 5, at 12; Faculty-hall, 


WEnssTER, ALEXANDER, Damier, bation. May 5, at 2; Douglas’s- 
hotel, Market-st., Abe me i ‘Seq. April 25 dees 








